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WASHINGTON POST
18 Mey 1973 -

Symington Doubts Nixon,
Was Unaware of CIA Role

By William Claiborne

Washington Post Staff Writer

Sen Stuart Symington (D-
Mo.) said yesterday he finds
it hard to believe that Presi-

- dent Nixon was unaware of.
attempts by senior White
House officials to "use the!
Central Intelligence -Agency '

* to cover up the Watergate
scandal.

Symington expressed his
. doubts after listening to
three more hours of testi-
mony before the Senate
Armed Services Commiftee
by present and former CIA
officials.

He recalled his own expe-*
rience on the National Secu-.
rity Council in 1950-51, and’
observed: “It is hard for me
to visualize that he (M.
Nixon) knew nothing about
it.” Sen. Henry Jackson (D-
Wash) expressed a similar
view.

The witnesses before the
‘committee yesterday were
former CIA Director Rich-

+ard Helms and his deputy in
the agency, Gen. ‘Robert
Cushman, and Lt. Gen. Ver-,
non A. Walters, the agency’s
deputy director.

They gave additional de-
tails of efforts to further in-
_volve the agency in domes-
tic espionage by three White
House offficials-—H. R. Hal-
deman, John D. Ehrlich-
man and John W. Dean IIL. |

The CIA officials have’
previously testified to the
agency’s role—at the behest
of the White House—in the
Daniel Ellsberg investiga-
‘tion and in additional ef-
‘forts by the White House to
involve the CIA in covering
up the bréak-in at the
Democratic Party’'s Water-
gate headquarters in June
1972,

Helms, Cushman and Wal-
ters have all testified, Sym-
ington said, that they weve
‘unaware .of the extent of
szceidonf Nixon's  knowl-,

edge of these interventions.’
-Helms has also testified,
“however, that approaches to
thc agency by White House
‘officials were made in the:
iname of the President.

Gceneral Walters, in an af-
‘fidavit released Wednesday,’

‘described several meelings
‘with Haldeman, Ebrlichman
:and, Dean beginning within
a week after the Walergate
.break-in. He was asked in
the course of these meetings
for CIA help in disguising
the nature of the break-in.
Furthermore, sald Wallers,
‘Dean specifically asked the

.agency to provide bail and
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salary payments from
“covert funds” for - the
-Watergate defendants, some”
,of whom were,’in, Deans re-
:ported words, “scared” and-
“wobbling.”

“ Walters said he told Dcan
Ahat if CIA money were,
,used for covert operations:
‘in this country, he would
have to.report it to a con-
gressional committee that
deals with CIA affairs.

Walters refused to com-
‘ment on his testimony yes--
“terday, but Symington said’
‘Haldeman apparently
*localized in” on. Walters
:and that Dean followed up-
‘with pressure to obtain CIA
help

Senator Jackson, also a
“committee member, ‘termed-
‘the White House effort a
“premeditated plan and des:
’sign to use the CIA as a cov-
‘erup in connection with ille-’
gal activities undertaken by
the administration.”

+ Jackson said Helms and.
othel CIA officials “had rea-;
son to believe the requests
had the sanction of the Pres-
ident of the United States.”;
But, like Symington, he was
unable to offer any evxdence
to substantiate that claim. |
‘" When asked whether’
Helms had questioned
Haldeman and Erhlichman,
about the President’s - sup-:
port, Jackson said, “You;
‘don’t ask those questions,
when .you're a professional,
and in this kind of climate.” *
;" Jackson said Helms “had .
a right to believe that it (the - ;
request for ' cover-up ¥
assxstancc) came {rom the
top

Symington said 'thati
‘Helms testified that he
talked with Mr. Nixon ear--
lier this year when Helms~
was appointed ambassador.
to Iran, but said that the
subject of Watergate did not:
come up. Symington said
that at no time during the
time of the White House
pressures on the CIA did
Helms communicaté his con-
cern to the President. :
, A commitiec source said
that*Helms' testimony yes-
terday was mostly an elabo-:
ration on the three White,
House requests described
Monday by Walters, and
that no
emerged.

The sourc¢e said that from

the questioning it was obvi-’
ous that the committee
members felt Helms and the
other CIA witnesses “had.
done a pretty good job:of

new approaches’

‘resisting (the White House),
‘under-the circumstances.”
Helms clearly made some
‘accommodations ‘to  the
lWhite house staff, the
'source said, without con-
necting the . requests to a.
larger program of political,
espionage that had net yet
been publicized at the time, |
However, Helms may i‘acee
.more uninendly queshomng
‘Monday when he -appears’
before the Senate foreign
Relations Committee to ex-:
‘plam why he denied at least,
three times in January and.
February that the CIA had
been .involved in Watergate
‘in any way. Helms made the
‘denials in hearings for his .
‘confirmation as. ambassador
to Iran. ‘
“Several members of the '
.committee are disturbed
that some of the stories they.
have read of CIA involve-,
,ment are not consistent with
wpat they understood from
the confirmation hearings,”
a committee staff aide said,

The aide said Helms will
"be. asked in the closed ses-
sion to describe all White
House requests to the CIA
and the domestic . intelli-*
gence in which it partxcl-
pated. ,
v While the commlttee'can-
not revoke its confirmation-
1of Helms, it could turn over-
‘transcripts-' of testimony to
ithe Justice Department for'
possible perjury action, or
‘could even recommend im-:
:peachment proceedings.

Helnis is also scheduled to
appear before a federal
grand.jury here and before
.the Senate Select Subcom-
mittee investigating Water-
gate. He may also be'called
by a Los Angeles County
grand jury investigating the’
break-in of the office of Ells-
berg’s psychiatrist. ~
« It was also ‘disclosed yes-
‘terday that Walters testified
that he recently visited the
White House to talk with’
Counsel J. Fred Buzhardt
and that he left some memo-
randa there at Buzhardt's
suggestion. Buzhardt, for-
:mer  Pentagon counsel,
Jjoined the White House on'

May 10.

" The memoranda, .a com-
mittee  source said, were
‘Walters’ recollections of the
White House meetings in
June with Haldeman and
*Ehrlichman. Symington said
that the Armed Services
Committee has requested’
the documents, and that Bu-
zhardt has sald he will de-*
liver them.

Helms appeared later in
the day before a House ar-
med forces subcommittec,
after which Chairman Lu-
cien N, Nedzi (D-Mich.) said’
the former CIA director
J“felt he was getting orders
from the highest authority.”

Referring to White House

-
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“domestic intelligence opera.’
; tions, Nedzi said, “It is diffi-’
‘cult with the benefit of
hindsight how one should:
‘have acted under tremen-
.dous pressure.” ¢

3

WASHINGTON POST
18 May 1973

Prober S,
Powers

Outlmed ‘.

f By George Lardner Jr.
i wauhln:lon Post Btatf Writer i
i Seeking to soothe the'
+ Senate over his insistence:
}on “final authority” in
'the Watergate case, At
torney General- -designaie
.Elliot L. Richardson yes-
terday proposed an eight-
‘point charter for the spe-
cial prosecutor he plans
~to appoint, ’
. At the same time, Rich-
‘ardson expanded his list of
~candidates for the job to an‘
.even dozen. Already bruised’
“In his search for an ap-
pomtee he hopes to an-
“nounce his choxce today or
Saturday. ) '
The response of Demo—
! cratic ‘members of the Sen-
‘ate Judiciary Committee
.who want Richardson to
dxsquahfy himself and re-
‘tain only the right to fire
the prosecutor was ambnva-
‘lent at best.
: Three of them, Sens. Ed-
.ward M. Kennedy (D-Mass.),
-John V. Tunney (D- Cahf),
.and Quentin Burdick D-
'N.D.), called Richardson's
proposals “constructive,”
-but said they think more
‘concessions are  essential.
Senate Majority Whip Rob-
ert C. Byrd (D-W. Va.) said
"he wanted to put the guide-
Jlines “under a microscope™
before giving his approval.
Making public a  written
draft of the . prosecutor’s
proposed author ity, Richard-
son pledged that he would
not “countermand or intei-
fere with the special prose-
cutor’s decisions or actions.”
He. said the prosceutor
‘would not be removed from.
the post “except for extraor-
dmary Aimproprieties on his
part
Both of those guarantees,
1t was learned, Wwere not in:
the guidelines Richardson

Joffered to the two candi-

dates for special prosecutor
who refused the job earlier

:1his week,

- Richardson continued to

-insist, however, that the ex-’
‘tent of the prosecutor’s inde-
:pendence would have to be |
““consistent with the Attor.

ney General's statutory ac- -
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‘countability for all matters®
falling within the Depart-
ment of Justice.” "

The prosecutor would also -
have to submit his budget®
requests “in the same man--

ner as existing divisions of -

:the department.” And ex-
‘cept for the special author-

ity granted him in writing,
he would he “subject to the
general regu'ations and poli-
cies of the Depariment of.
Justice.”

" Within that framework,
Richardson said the prosecu-
tor would have “full author-
ity" for:

© “Conducting proceed-

ings before grand juries and

-, any other investigations he
deems necessary.”

¢ “Reviewing all documen- .

tary evidénce available from
any source, as to which he
shall have full access.”

e “Determining  whether
~or not to contest the asser-
tion of ‘executive privilege’
or any other testimonial
privilege.”

® “Determing whether or
not application should . be

made to any federal court’
for a grant of immunity to:’

‘any witness, consistently’
with applicable statutory re-
quirements.” (Those require-
-ments include the need for
Richardson’s signature or
that of one of his top
" deputies.)

“ o “Deciding whether or
not to prosecute any individ-
ual, firm, corporation or’
group of individuals.”

® “Initiating prosecutions,.
framing indictments, filing-
informations, and handlng+
-all aspects of any cases
“within his jurisdiction
[whether initiated before or-
after his assumption of’
dutxes] includmg any ap-
peals.”

® “Coordinating and d1—
.recting the activities of all
Department of Justice per-
sonnel, dncluding United
States attorneys.”

¢ “Handling relations with
all congressional commits
tees having jurisdiction over
any aspect of the above mat-
ters.”

Many of these points, in-
cluding “full” rather than
“final” authority for the
prosecutor, had been prom-
ised by Richardson in piece-
meal fashion during his Sen-
ate confirmation hearings
which began last week.

He wrote Senate Judxcmry
Committee members, how-'
ever, that he.was submitting:
‘the guidelines in hopes of
erasing "the “considerabley
uncertainty - and - apparent
misunderstanding” about his
position. He said he had re-
fined the guidelines-as are-
sult of the hearings and his
interviews with candidates
for the post, and he asxzed
for the senators’ comments
by noon today.

, Sen. Byrd said a cur‘ory
glance at the proposals left
him “somewhat -favorubly

'

impressed,” but said Rich-
ardson still seemed to be
‘saying that, as Attorney.
General, he would maintain
“ultimate responsibility” for,
‘the Watergate investigations.

“I just wish he would dis-
qualify himself,” Byrd said.
“This nomination is his
fourth in this administra.
tion. It makes no difference
how pure he is. The result is
‘that this investigation, in
‘the'minds of many, will still
‘be impure . .. But he seems
to be unwilling to go that
absolute last mile.”

Kennedy, Tunney and
Burdick praised Richardson
“in their joint statement for
making the guidelines pub-
lic and thus giving the Ju-
‘diciary Committee, bar:
“associations and others a
.chance to assess them.

But they emphasized, with
'out elaboration, that “there
are still a number of very
‘significant areas which we,
believe the special prosecu-
tor would want and need to
have clarified if he is to be
assured the independence
!the American people eapect‘.
him to have.” %

Richardson pledged to’ glve
the prosecutor “full author-{
ity” to select his own staff_:-
‘of attorneys and investiga-
tors, including enlistments:
ﬁom the Justice Depart-
ment “to the fullest extent:
possible” in light of its other
needs for personnel. He said?
the prosecutor would also.
be provided with “sucl’
funds . .. as he may reason—
ably reqmre "

The “Watergate speclai
prosecution force” thus as-
sembled, Richardson added,
would be assigned Junsdlc-
tion over “all offenses” ris-’
ing out of the 1972 presi-
dential campaign that the
special prosecutor.. chooses
to pursue .as well as any’
other allegations “involving
the . President, members of
the White House staff, or.
‘presidential ‘appointees.” -

» In a- separate letter to
Sen. Adlai E. Stevenson IIT
«(D-I11),” who' has introduced
a sense-of-the-Senate resolu-
tion calling for the prosecu--
-tor to be given “final author«
ty,” Richardson maintained’
that his proposals amount to
“a truly unique level .of in-
dependence within the ,De-
partment of- Justice.” But
again, he called it “critical

. that the Attorney Gens..
eral retain that degree of re-
‘sponsibility mandated by his

‘statutory accountability.”

Voicing his dissatisfaction
.with Richardson’s proposals,.
Stevenson called them "am-
biguous.”

“The administration ap-
‘pears still to insist upon
‘controlling the investigation
of the administration,” Stev-
enson said. “If the admini-
stration does not assure a -
truly independent investiga-
tion . . . it will be up to the
Congress to do so.”

Stevenson is conmdemng 2

‘withdrawing his sense-of-the-'

.Senate resolution and intro-
ducing a bill that would
lodge “final authority” in
the special prosecutor by
law.

The prosecutor’s charter,
which is sure to come up for
a Senate airing before Rich-}
ardson is confirmed, is only.
one of the nominee’s head-
aches. YA -1

His firsf, choice' for- the
post, federal Judge Harold,
Tyler Jr., turned down the
offer ’VIonday with hints that!
the guidelines Richardson’
offered at that point were:
not satisfactory. Former
Deputy - Attorney General
Warren Christopher, un~
‘other of Richardson’s four,
'so-called “finalists,”’ took'
‘himself out of the running.
Wednesday, saying that he
saw no “reasonable proba-

bility” of securing “the reqe

-uisite independence.”

NEW YORK TIMES
17 May 1973

‘vor.
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' With only two more to go—
retired New York appellate.
court Judge David W. Peck,:
71, and Judge Willlam H.’

_Erickson, 49, of.the Colorado*

Supreme Court — Richardson," ,
it was learned, added 10 more+

names to his list, includings

some he had initially con--
sidered but not checked out.?
and others not previously con-
-templated. :

Hopeful of makmg his plckz

-by the weckend, Richardson

is known to feel that the pub-"
lic turndowns have already;

given the prosecutor’s post an*
unattractive “second-best"” ﬂaﬁ
More delay and turn-
downs could damage his own '

chances for conﬁrmatlon as

Attorney General.- . f
. Senate sotirces, by the same ,
token, contend that Richardu
son lost Tyler and -Christo..
pher by not offering them’

enough independence at the’

.outset,

Helms Says He Didn’t Tell
Nzxon About Bzds to. C L. A.

WASHINGTON May 16 —
Richard Helms, former Director
of Central Intelligence, was
quoted today as saying that he
felt White House requests for
his agency’s assistance in the
Watergate affair had been im-
proper but that he never told
President Nixon of his concern.

Mr. Helms, now Ambassador
to "Iran, was questioned for
more than three hours today
by a  Senate Approprlatxons
'subcommittee that is investi-
gating the Central Intelligence
Agency’s involvement in the
Watergate and Pentagon papers
cases. )

public and he refused to answer, '
questions as -he emerged from!'
the hearing.

Senator: John 'L. McClellan,
Democrat ‘of, Arkansas, who is
chairman of the investigating
panel, said later that Mr. Helms
had.expressed concern over re-
peated attempts of White
House aides to- involve the
C.LA. in the Watergate affair.

Asked if Mr., Helms had con-

* His testimony was not made!’ .

‘'veyed his concern to the Presi-
dent, Senator McClellan replied:
“No. He did not feel at that;
time that he should go to the
President about it. He did not
want the C.LA. involved.”

Mr. Helms had told the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee
earlier this spring, at his con-
firmation hearings on the am-
basadorial post, that the intelli-|’
gence agency had not been in-|j
voived in the Watergate affair.

Since then, however, other

By MARJORIE HUNTER
Special to The New York Times

present and former officials of|
ithe agency have told Congres-’
sional committees that the agen-
‘cy provided assistance to the
‘White House in two incidents
jinvolving the Pentagon papers
case and was approached other
ltxmes by White House aides in
japparent attempts to cover up
-events involving the break-in of
Democratic headquarters at the
Watergate complex last year.

Mr. Helms confirmed the re-
ports of ‘other C.I.A. officials,
but under questioning. he also
defended his earlier denial of
the - agency’s involvement in
the Watergate affair. !

“He did not relate these
.events to the Watergate,” ’ien~

ator McClellan said.

“After all, this Watergate is
a very broad-based thing,” said
Senator Milton R. Young of
North Dakota, ranking Repubh-
can of the subcommittee.

Asked if Mr. Helms had
known that White House re-
quests for C.LA. assistance
were part of an attempted
cover-up, Senator Roman L.
Hruska, Repubhcan of Nebras-
ka, replied: “He didn’'t and, inf
fact, they werenn’t. The so-
called Mexican laundering op-
eration did not relate in any
way to the bugging of Demo-
cratic headquarters.”

The Mexican ‘“laundering”
incident . involved Nixon re-
election campaign funds that
had been channeled through a
Mexico City bank and later
‘used to finance various opera-
1tions connected with the Water-
gate affair.

Lieut. Gen. Vernon Walters,
deputy director of the Central
Intelligence Agency, told the
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Senate Armed Services Commit-
tee earlier this weck that two
White House aides, H. R, Halde-
man and John D. Ehrlichman,
had asked the agency. to call
off an investiga%ion by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation
into the “laundered” campaign
funds in the interest of national
security. '

. a.
General Walters also .old
‘that committee that John W,
‘Dean 3d, recently dismissed a$

WASHINGTON POST
) 18 May 1973

‘Following are partial texts,
;of the initial remarks of
i Chairman Sam J. Ervin Jr.
(D-N.C.) of the Senate select
tcommittee investigating the

‘Watergate affair and: the’! -

yranking minority member of -
'the committee, Sen. Howard
iBaker (R-Tenn.), at yester-
'day’s opening session of the
.committee’s public hearings:
# . , .
" Sen. Ervin: We are begin-
,hing these hearings today in
'an atmosphere of the utmost
:gravity, the questions that
.have been -raised in the.
wake of the June 17 break-in
(Strike at the very undergird-
"ing of our democracy. If the
;many allegations made . to.
'this date are true, then the-
tburglars who broke into the
;headquarters of the Demo- -
cratic Natianal Committee’
‘at the Watergate were in ef-
-fect breaking into the home-
of every citizen of the.
‘United States, -

And if these allegations
prove to be true what they
‘were seeking to 'steal was,
/hot the jewels, money or.
other property of American
citizens, but something
much more valuable — their,
most precious heritage, ‘the
right to vote in a free elec-
tion. Since that day, a mood.
of incredulity has prevailed
among our pupulace, and it
is the constitutional duty of-
.this committee to act exped-
itiously to allay the fears be-
ing expressed by the citi-,
zenry, and to establish the .
factual bases upon which ;
these f{ears have been
founded.

The first phaSse of the
committee’s investigation
will probe the planning and
‘execution of the wiretap-
ping and breakin of the
Democratic National Com-
mittee’s headquarters at the
;';Wntergate complex, and the,
alleged cover-up that fol-
lowed. Subsequent phases’
will focus on allegatiohs of
campaign  espionage ' and
subversion and allegations’
of extensive violations of
campaign financing laws.
The clear mandate of the
unaminous Senale resolu-
tion provides for a biparti-
san investigation of every

counsel to the President, had
‘asked the C.I.A. to pay the bajl
‘and salaties of the men inj
volved in the Watergate breaks

in. The request was believed
to be an attempt to get. the
‘cover”!

agency to provide a.

for the operation. ..

Senator McClellan said that
Mr, Helms told the subcommite
tee today that he felt thesa
White House requests were:

Aa»

‘Reluctantly’ Granted

But the Senator said that Mrd
Helms had admitted that het
approved earlier a request’ of:
another White House. aide. fo; t
Dreparation by the agency of 3
“personality -assessment” - ¢ Il
Dr. Daniel Ellsberg, who was.
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in Vietnam. &
-, Senator McClellan said thd¥,
Mr. Helms “did not think this}
quite proper” but that he *“r
Juctantly” granted the reques
because it had come from thg
White House. A
. Senator McClellan said tha
he. felt that.the C.LA.had vi

later indicted on charges

wrong and had insisted that
the C.I.A. not, become involved.

. phase of political espionage
and illegal fund-raising.
Thus it is clear that we have
the full responsibility to rec-
ommend any  remedial leg-
+ islation necessary. o
In pursuing its task, it is
clear that the committee
‘will be dealing -with the
“workings of the democratic’
! process under which we op-
"erate in a nation that still is’
the last, best NMope of man-
-kind in his eternal struggle
to govern himself decently
and effectively ... oo
In dealing with the chal-’
‘lenges posed by the multitu-
;dinous allegations arising-
‘out of the Watergate affair, ’
‘however, the select commit-
.tee has a task much more
‘difficult and complex than.
‘dealing with intrusions of.
‘oen- branch of the govern-
*ment upon the power of the.
others. It must probe into
"assertions that the very sys-’
‘tem itself has Deen, sub-
verted and its foundations

- .shaken.

To safeguard the struec-
tural scheme of our govern-
mental system, the founding
fathers provided for an elec-.
toral process by which the
elected officials of this na-
tion should be chosen. The
Constitution, later-adopted
_:amendmeuts, and more spe-
- cifically, statutory law, pro-
, vide that the electoral proc-
esses shall be conducted by
the people, outside the con-
fines of the formal branches-
,of the government, and’
through' a political process
that must operate under the .
.strictures of law and ethical
guidelines, but independent-
"of the overwhelming power
of the government itself.
Only then can we be sure
that cach electoral process
cannot be made to serve as
the mere handmaiden of a
particular administraticn in
power.

If the allegations that
have been made in the wake
of the Watergate affair are
substantiated, there has
been a very serious subver-
sion of the integrity of the
electoral process, and the'
committee will be obliged to
.consider. the manner in
which such a subversion af-
fects the continued exist-
ence of this nation as a rep-
resentative democracy, and
how

prevented in the future.

It has been asserted that
-the 1972 campaign was influ-r
.enced by a wide variety.of’
‘illegal or uuethical activi-,
ties, including the wide-
spread wiretapping of the:
telephones, political head-
.quarters, and even the.resi-
.dences of candidates and
*their campaign staffs and of

members of the press; by
‘the publication of forged.
docunients designed to de-
«fame certain candidates or
-enhance  others through.

. ‘fraudulent means; the infil-
tration and disruption of op-

ponents’. political organiza-
tions - and gathering the
-raising-and handling of cam-,
Jaign contributions through
mans_ designed to circum-:
vent, either in letter or in’
spirit, the provisions of cam-
‘paign disclosure: acts; and
even the acceptance of cam-
‘paign contributions based,
« upon, promises of illegal in+
terference in governmental
processes on behalf of the’
-contributors. R
'+ Finally, and perhaps most
‘disturbingly, it hag been al:
leged that, following the
- Watergate break-in, there’
has been a massive atlempt
to cover up all the improper
activities, extending even so’
far as to pay off potential
witnesses and, in particular,
the seven defendants in the-
Watergate trial in exchange
for their promise to remain
isilent — activities: which, if
strue, represent interference
“in the integrity .of the prose-
cutorial and judicial proe-
esses of this nation. More-
over, there has been evi-
dernce of the use of govern-
~mental instrumentalities in-
-efforts. to exercise political
surveillance over candidates
in the 1972 campaign.

‘Let me emphasize at the
-outset that our judicial prod-
ess thus far has convicted
‘only the scven persons ac-
cceused of burglarizing and
.wiretapping the Democratic’
National, Commitice Head-
quarters at the Watergale
.complex on June 17. The
hearings which we initiate
today are not designed to in-
tensify or reiterate un-
founded ‘accusations or to
poison further the political

ing
volving his copying and m k%
ing public the Pentagon pape
on. United States involveme:

lated the National Security, Ac
by becoming involved in th

Ellsberg case. The law forbidsg
the agency from engaging it

internal security operations,

Ervin: We Cannot Foil Missior

.. such subversions may be

_climate of our nation. On
the contrary it is my convie-
tion and that of the other
committee members that the:
accusations that have been:
leveled and the evidence of
wrong-doing that. has’ sur-
faced has casta black cloud
of distrust over our entire:
;society. Our citizens do not
know whom to believe, and’
many of them have con-
cluded that all the processes;
~of government have become,
-50 compromised that honest
~governance- has been ren-
dered impossible, .
' We believe that the’
‘health, if not the survival of
-our social structure and of
.our form of government re-’
‘quires the most candid and .
‘public investigation of all
the evidence and of all the :
accusations that have been :
leveled at any persons, at,
-whateven level, who were -
‘engaged in the 1972 cam-'
‘paign. My colleagues on the
.committee and I are deter-
‘mined to uncover all the re}-"
‘evant  facts . surrounding’
these matters, and to spare’
no one, whatever his station "
.n life may be, in our efforts,
to accomplish that' goal. At
‘the same time, I want to em-
'phasize that the purpose of
these hearings is not prose. .
cutorial or judicial, but
rather investigative and in-
formative, S

No one is more cognizant
than I of the separation of.
bawets issues that hover
over, these hearings. The
committee is fully aware of
.the on-going grand jury pro-.
‘ceedings that are taking
place in several areas of the
country, and of the fact that
criminal indictments have,
been returned already by:
one of these grand juries.
‘Like all Americans,: the’
members of this committee
are vitally interested in sce-
ing that the judicial proe.'
esses operate effectively and
fairly, and without interfer- -
ence from any other branch
of government, . .

The investigation of this -
select commitiee was born
of crisis, unabated as of this*
very time, the crisis of a.
mounting loss of confidence .
py American citizens in the '
integrity of our electoral
Process, which is the bed-
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rock of our democracy.’
The American people are
looking to this committee,,
‘as the representative of all
the Congress, for enlight-’
ment and guidance regerd-
ing the details of the allega-
tions regarding the subver-
sion of our electoral and po-
_litical processes.

As the elected representa-:
tives of the people, we
would be derelict in our’
. duty to them if we failed to
Tpursue ocur mission expedi-
“ tiously, fully, and With the’
utmost fairness. The aim of -
the committee is td provide-
full and open public testis
mony in order that the na-‘
tion can proceed toward the
healing of the 'wounds that*
now afflict the body politc.

It is that aim that we are-
‘here to pursue today, within
the terms of the mandate
imposed upon us_by our zol-’
leagues and in full compli-*
ance with- all applicabie
rules of Jaw. The nation and
history itself are watching
us. We cannot fall our mis-
sion.

Scn. Baker: This$ cominit-
tec is not a court, nor is it a
jury. We do not sit to pass
judgment on the guilt or in-
nocence of anyone. The,
-greatest service that this
commitiee -can perform for
‘the Senate, the Congress.
and for the people of this
nalion is to achieve a {full
discovery of all of the facls
‘that bear on the subject of
this inquiry. This committee
was created by the Senate
to do exactly that. To find
.as many of the facts, the cir-,
cumstances and the relat on-
ships as we could, to assam-
_ble those facts into-a coher-
ent .and intelligible presen-.
itation and to make recom-
‘mendations to the Congress
for any changes in statute
law or the basic charter doc-
ument of the United States,
that may seem indicated.

But this committee can,

,serve another quite impor--

tant function that neither a. -

grand jury investigation nor
a jury proceeding is equip-
ped to serve, and that is to
develop the facts in full
view of all of the peoplz of
America. Although juries
will eventually determine
the guilt or'the innocence of
persons who have been and
.may be indicted for specific’
violations of the law, ii.is
the American people who
must be the final judge of
. Watergate. It is the Ameri-
can people who must decide,
based on the evidence
spread before them, what
Watergate means about how
~we all should conduct our
'public business in the fu-’
ture.

When the resolution
which created this commit-
tee was being debated on
the floor of the Senate in
- February of this year, I and
other Republican senators
expressed concern that the
inguiry might become a par-
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‘tisan effort by one party to

exploit the temporary vul-
nerability of another. Other

ycongressional inquiries in

the past had been conducted

by committees made up of

equal nunibers of members
from each party. 1 offered.
an amendment to the resolu-
tion which would have given
‘the . Republican membersg'
_equal representation on this
committee. That amendment
'did not pass. But any doubts
that I might have had about:
the fairness and impartiality
of this investigation have
been swept dway during the,
last few weeks. - '

Virtually every action
itaken by this *~ committee
‘since its inception has been:
taken .with complete una-
nimity of purpose and pro-
cedure. The integrity and
fairness of each member of
this committee and of its
fine professional staff have
been made manifest to me,
and I know they will be
.made manifest to the Ameri-
can people during the

course of this proceeding.
This is not in any way a par-
tisan undervtaking, but,.
‘rather it is a Dbipartisan
‘search for the unvanushcd
truth.

I would like to close, Mr.
_Chairman,, with a few
thoughts on the political
process in  this country.
There has been a greal deal
.of .discussion across the
country in recent wecks
about the impact that
‘Watergaie might have .oun
the President, the office of
the presidency, the Con-
gress, or our ability to'carry
on relations with other
countries, and so on. The
constitutional institutions of
this Republic .are so strong
‘and so resilient that I have
never doubted for a moment
their ability to function
vithout interruption. \

On the conirary, it seems
clear to me the very fact
that we are now involved in
the publie process of clean-
ing our own house, before
the eyes of the world, is a
mark of the gleatest\
strength. 1 do not believe.
that any other political sys-
tem could endure the thor-
oughness and the ferocity of
‘the various inquiries now’
under  way  within the
branches of government and
in our courageous, {ena-
cious fifee press.

No mention is made in
our Constitution of politieal
parties. But the' two- paxty

system. in my judgment, is
"as.ntegral and as important
to our form of government
as the "~ three  formal
branches of the central gov:
ernment  themselves. Mil-
lions of Americans partici-'
pated actively, on one level
or another, and with great
enthusiasm, in the presiden-
.tial election of 1972, This in-
volvement in the political
process by citizens across
the land. is essential to par-
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2 Top Aides
Said Facing

Indictments

By Lawrence R. Meyer
and Timothy S. Robinson
Washington Post Staff Writers
The lawyers for H R,
(Bob) -Haldeman and John
1. Ehrlichman told a fcd-
eral judge here yesterday
that the two former top.
White House aides “may be.
indicted” as a result of the
federal grand jury’s invesu-
gation into the Watergate’

alfair.

The statement, contained
in a formal motion filed
with U.S.  District Judge
Charles R. Richey, was ac-’
companied by sworn state-
ments from Haldeman and
Farlichman in which they
say that they have been {or-
mally notified by the prosc-
cution that they are
“subjects of the investiga-
tion” and that their ﬁtat.e-
ments could be used in

‘ticipatory democracy. ..

If one of the effcets of
Wamgate is publie disillus-
jonment with partisan poli-
tics, if people are turned off
and drop out of the political®
system, this will be the
greatest Watergate casualty -
of all. If, on the other hand,’
this national catharsis in-
which Wwe are now engaged
should result in a new and
better way of doing political-
business, if Watergate pro-:
duces changes-in' laws and.
campaign procedures, then:
‘Watergate may prove to be"
a great national opportunity..
to revitalize. the - plitical;
process and to iavolve even.
more Americans in thé day-
to day work of our two great
‘political parties. I am deeply
encouraged by the fact that
I find no evidence at this:
point in time to indicate
that either the Democratic
National Committee or the-
.Republican National Com-
mittee played any role in
whatever may have gone
wrong in 1972. The hun-
dreds of seasoned political .
professionals across, this.
country, and the millions of «
people who devoted their’
‘time and energies to the
campaigns, should not feel
implicated or let down by
‘what has taken place.

With these thoughts in
mind, I intend to pursue, as
I know each member of this
committee intends to pur-.
sue, an objective and even-
handed but thorough, -com-
plete, and energetic inguiry
into the facts. We will in-.
quire into every fact and foi-
low every lead, unrestrained
by any f{ear of where that
lead might ultimately iake
LuS.

'

b

“subsequent proceedings.”
Although it has been pre-
viousty reported that both!
Haldeman and Ehrlichman .
had testified before the"
grand jury here, their affi-
davits and the statement of
their lawyers yesterday
were the first formal ac-:
knowledgcment that the for--
mer ples|denual aides may
be defendants in a crlmlna!
trial. :
The motion filcd with
'Judge Richey asks him to-
delay scheduled depositions
of Haldeman and Ehrlich-
man set for May 22 in con-;
nection with the $6.4 million-
civil suit brought by the
Democratic National Com-

mittee against officials of!
the Committee for the Re-.
-election of the President fol-
lowing the break-in and bug-
ging of the Democrats’.
Watex gate headquarters.

In related developments’
yesterday

¢ Sen. Sam J. Ervm Jr. (D-~
N.C.), chairman of the Sen-
ate select commxttee investi-’
gating the Watergate affair,
told a press conference in~
Brunswick, Maine, that dur-
ing the committee’s public
hearings “there will be some’
‘startling revelations brought
out that have not yet been,
.disclosed by the news me--
dia.” The televised hearings
begin at 10 am. (EDT) to-;
day.

e Chief U. S. District
Judge John J. Sirica granted"
‘immunity from prosecution
yesterday to former White;
{House aide David R. Young’
rand Roy H. Sheppard, a,
'mysterious figure in- the!
Watergate mvestlgatxon in'
granting the two men immu- '
nity, Sirica directed them to:
answer questions before the
.grand jury.

o The attorney for John
. W. Dean .1II, the former
,Whlte House counsel who!
thas become a central figure’
in the Watergate scandal,
also asked Judge Richey to'
postpone Dean’s deposmon‘
in the Democrats’ civil suif.
Dean’s lawyer said the de-
position, set for May 17, may
jeopardize Dean’s bid to
“gain immunity from prose-
cution in return for his testi-
‘mony before the ‘Senate’
committee. '

o Convicted Watergate
conspirator G. Gordon
Liddy was granted limited
4mmunity from prosecuion
and ordered to testify be-
fore the Senate committee
yesterday by Judge Sirica.
Liddy is now serving an
eight-month contempt of:
court jail term—on top of
the six years and eight
‘months termm he was given
for his role in the Watergate
conspiracy—after he refused:
to answer questions before
the .grand jury. Liddy's law-
yer, Peter Maroulis, said:
yesterday he also has ad-
-vised his client not to an-
swer Senate  committee
questions because it might
jeopardize appeal of his

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100160001-9

-

»




iApproved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100160001-9

Watergate conviction. * ~

Haldeman, until his resig-
nation was accepted by’
President Nixon on April 30,

was the White House chief

of staff and generally con-
sidered to be one of the-
‘most powerful men in the,
Nixon administration. Ehrl-
ichman, whose resignation
also was accepted on April
30, was chief assistant to the .
"President for domestic af-
fairs and part of the inner,
circle at the White House. -
In his affidavit, Haldeman
.said he had appeared before
the grand jury on I\Zay 9 and
'14. Ehrlichman said he ap-
peared on May,3, 9 and 14..
- 'According to the lawyers._for‘
-both men, John J. Wilson
‘and .FrankY H. Strickler;

‘Haldeman has testified for a.

total of about six hours and
Ehrlichman for about eight
hours.

The affidavits: of both-

men contain this statement:
; “That in connection with
my said appearances I:was’
-told by the Assistant United
States Attorney before the
said grand jury that I was
one of the subjects of the in-
vestigation, and that any-
thing 1 might say could be’
.used against me in subse-
.quent proceedings.” )
, The lawyers’ brief says.
that “It is possible that one,
‘or- the other or both mov~
‘ants (Haldeman and Ehrlich-
‘man) may be indicted as a
rTesult of the investigation.”
. Haldeman and - Ehrlich-
'man reportedly are impli-
‘cated in a variety of Steps
allegedly taken to cover up
the Watergate scandal: )
¢ Lt. Gen. Vernon Wali
ters, deputy director of the
CIA, has told a Senate com-’
mittee that both men, along
with Dean, tried to pressure
.the CIA into assisting in the
cover-up. The CIA resisted:
the pressures, Sen. Stuart!
Symington (D-Mo.) said af-
ter hearing Walters in
closed testimony before the
Senate Armed  Services
Committee Monday.
. ® Ehrlichman and Dean
reportedly turned over docu-
ments to acting FBI Direc-
tor L. Patrick Gray III-
taken from the  Executive
Office Building safe of con-
victed Watergate conspira-
tor E. Howard Hunt Jr.
Gray reportedly said he was
told by Dean that the docu-
*ments should “never see the:
‘light of day.” Gray has ac-
knowledged to Senate inves-
tigators that he later de-
stroyed the documents,

* Dean is reported to be
prepared to testify under’
oath that Ialdeman and
Ehrlichman aided in the al-.
leged cover-up. The . grand

jury reportedly has been
told that money was paid to,
the ‘Watergate conspirators;
on Haldeman’s orders to!
buy their silence. U
In the  hearing . before:
Judge Sirica on immunity
for former White House,
aide Young, the transcript;
of the grand jury proceed-
ings—read in open court—,
showed that Young had de-
clined to answer questions’
about his job in the White
House for the National Se-
.curity Council., }
Young, whose resignation’
from the White House was
announced April 30, - de
"clined to tell the grand jury
whether he had been-  in;
volved in White House in¥
vestigations of | security
leaks. ' . -
Roy H. -Sheppard, whose
former lawyer told Sirica
last month that his client
had received eight cartons
of Watergaterelated docu-
ments at the White House'
the day after the Watergate.
break-in, refused to answer
.all questions put to him be:
fore the grand jury. Shep-.
pard refused to say whether
.he was married, whether he:
knew Hunt or whether he*
was reading - his Fifth
Amendment invocation from;
a slip of paper. "
Dean’s motion to delay,
the taking of his deposition’
states that federal prosecug
tors “have refused to indi-
cate” whether Dean “is only"
a witness or a prospective
defendant or target” of the-
grand jury’s investigation.
Dean has not been called yet
.to testify, his’ lawyer,
.Charles N. Shalfer, said, but
he “will be called,” he added,,
. The Senate committee has!
voted to grant immunity’
from prosecution to Dean for;
.any statements he makes to
‘the committee under oath.;
JIf Dean were to .give his}
deposition ‘prior.'to appear
ing ‘before the committee or’
‘the grand jury, Shaffer said;
he could’jeopardize his Fifth*
Amendment rights and thus,
the immunity the commit-
tee is granting him. - "
The Justice Department:
‘still has not told the com-
‘mittee whether it will exer-
‘cise its legal right to delay,
the granting of immunity tos
Dean for 30 days, according
to a commniiitee source. . -7
The committee has re-
‘ceived a’letter from Justice’
saying that the departmen@.
Cwill delay for the maximum!
30-days the -immunity the
committee granted. more
‘than a week ago to former
‘deputy .'Nixon campaign
manager Jeb Stuart Ma-
‘gruder, according to an in-
formed source. .

)

WASHINGTON POST
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Pressure on CIA
10 P 77 |
Revealed on Hill «

‘ By Laurence Stern ’
b ' Washington Post Staff Writer )

The Central Intelligence Agency resisted an extraor-
’dinary series of. pressures by top White House aides to
.assist in a cover-up of the Watergate scandal over an
‘eight-month period beginning in June, 1972, Sen. Stuart
1Symington (D-Mo.) revealed yesterday. o
- These pressures became so intense that the CIA’s depu-
ity director, Lt. Gen. Vernon Walters, warned former
White House counsel John W. Dean III ‘that he would
‘resign and demand an audience with President Nixon if
+he were ordered to “compromise” the agency in the Wa-:
.tergate case. )

This new account of White House intercessions in the

Watergate investigation was disclosed by Symington based
on testimony by Walters on Monday to the Senate Armed
Services Committee and a deposition given by the CIA
-officials to federal prosecutors yesterday. :
i The White House officials implicated by Walters’ testi-"
Jmony are Dean, H. R. (Bob) Haldeman and John D. Ehr-,
lichman. Former acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray. III*
also became involved in the efforts, according to Sym-*
‘ington. .

“It is very clear to me that ther¢ was an attempt to
unload major responsibility for the Watergate 'bugging"'
and cover-up on CIA,” Symington said. The three aides, .
he added, “were doing everything in the world to obstruct:,
justice.” .

Symington said the narrative began on June 23, 1972,
less than a week after the celebrated Watergate break-in,.
when Walters and former CIA Director Richard M. Helms
were summoned to the White House to meet with Halde:
man and Ehrlichman. . ;
* Haldeman warned that the Watergate incident “might‘
-be exploited by the opposition” and he directed Walters'
«to tell Gray that any investigation into channeling of Wa-'
tergate funds through Mexico would endanger CIA activi-

_lies and resources in that country.

“Mr. Hildeman specifically bypassed General Walters'-
‘superior, Mr. Helms, in asking that only General Walters
‘visit Mr. Gray,” Symington noted. o
«. An immediate appointment was made by the -White
‘House with Gray and within an hour the acting FBI direc+
"tor and Walters were sitting down in a fdace-to-face meet-
~ing. A o -
. Walters, according to the testimony, told Gray that “sen.
“lor people at the White House, whom he did not name, had
told him that pursuit of the investigation of Mexican fis
nancing would uncover some of the agency’s clandestine
activities.” Gray answered.that he was aware the FBI and.
CIA “do not uncover one another's sources and operas'
:tions,” according to the Symington account. W
. But when Walters returned to the CIA he was told, Sym:
Jngtgn believes by Helms, that an FBI investigation of the’
Mexican fund “laundering” operation would not endanger.

J

; CIA covert resources.

Three days later Walters was summoried to the White’
House, this time by Dean, to discuss the scheme for call-
ing off the FBI investigation. - '

Walters went to see Dean after confirming with Ehrlich-
man “that it was all right to talk with him,” Symington :
re_latec%. He told Dean that “the agency was not compro-.
mised in any way in the Watergate bugging, and that thers:
was 1o CIA invalvement in the case.”

Helms told Walters on this occasion and in the ensuing
.developments that “he had handled the situation just
right,” according to the Symington account. ’

. The following day, June 27, Dean again called Walters

in. “Mr. Dean reportedly asked.if there was some way the
CIA eould go bail or pay the salaries of the individuals
agcused in the Watergate case while they were in jail,” .
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Symington said.

L “General Wallers stated that he told Mr. Dean that to-
spend funds in this way would implicate the agency, and
that he, General Walters, was prepared to resign-rather
‘than to do this.” e

" Dean summoned him a third time the next day, Walters
related.

" “Mr. Dean reportedly asked if there could have been’
-some CIA involvement that General Walters did not know
-about. General Walters said he stated that there could not
be,” according to the account. . :

“Mr. Dean asked if General Walters had any ideas, and
General Walters replied, yes, that anyone who was re-
‘sponsible should be fired.” ; ' -

It was at that point that Walters told Dean, according

to Symington’s statement, that if he were ordered fo im-.
plicate the CIA “he would ask to see the President and_ to
explain to him how dangerous he thought such an action
would be.” ’

The next call to Walters—about a week later—came .

-from acting FBI Director Gray. Gray said he cot}ld not
stop the FBI inquiry into the Mexican fund conduit with-
out a letter from Helms or Walters “stating that such an

investigation would damage the agency’s assets in Mexi-

co.” Walters replied ~hat the CIA “had no interest in stop-
‘ping any investigation.” ) .

He repeated to Gray his determination to resign if there
was an attempt to compromise the agency, Symington re-.
lated. . : .

There is a sharp divergence in the testimony of Walters
and Gray on the meeting that took place between the two
men in early July. .

Gray claims that Helms told him the CIA had no inter-
est in the Mexican matter but that Walters asked the FBI
to postpone interviews with two key witnesses. Gray's
claim.was reported in a digest of his testimony {o thg
Senate’s Watergate investigaling committiee, according to;
the Associaled Press. . . :

One of the witnesses alluded to by Gray was reported
to be Manuel Ogarrio, the Mexican City lawyer who alleg-
edly “laundered” a $100,000 check through .his bank,
proceeds of which ended up in the safe of Nixon fund-
raiser Maurice H. Steéns. These funds figured in bankroll-
ing the Watergate and other operations of the Committee
for the Re-election oif the President. )

‘Symington alluded yesterday to a memo by cqnvmted
‘Watergate conspirator James W. McCord Jr. alleging that
“Helins was fired from the CIA.because it was felt he
" .would not go along” with the cover-up attempt. '

. Walters, he said, was acting constanily under the in-
_structions of Helms. “And Mr. Helms,” he added, “left
the agency.” .

McCord, in a meraorandum to the Senate Watergz}te
investigating committee and federal prosecutors earlier
this month, said he believed Helms -was fired in order
to lay the foundations for a claim that t}xe bugging and
break-in were conducted under CIA auspices.

NEW YORK TIMES
17 May 1973

DATA SUBPOENAED
ON POLITICAL GIFT

HOUSTON, May 16 (AP)—
The Federal Government yester-
day subpoenaed the bank rec-
ords of the president of Guif
Resources & Chemical Com-
pany, Robert H. Allen, and re-
called a Fednral grand jury for
a special session Friday in con-
nection with a contribution to
President Nixon’s re-election
campaign.

The jury is investigating pos.
sibie criminal viclations in-

volving  $89,000, part of a;

$100,000 contribution by Mr.
Allen, who says he personally
donated the money. Mr. Allen,
who spent two hours with the
grand jury last week, has
denied that the company con-
-tributed to the campaign.

It is unlawful for a corpora-
-tion to contribute to a political

The next important contact with Dean, related Syming-
ton, was in late January or early February, 1973. At that
time the White Ifouse counsel called the new CIA direc-
tor, James R. Schlesinger, angd asked the CIA to retrieve:
from the FBI material bearing on_ the September, 1971,
burglary of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist’s office by
Watergate conspirators E. Howard Hunt and G. Gordon
_Liddy. . .

Schlesinger and former CIA Deputy Director Gen. Rob-
cert E. Cushman Jr. acknowledged last week that the’
agency provided Hunt and Liddy with spy equipment that
was used in the Elisberg burglary in 1971.

Top CIA officials decided that “there was no way” to-
comply with Dean's request—"“that it would implicate the
CIA in something it was not implicated in.” The decision
was made by Walters, Schlesinger and incoming CIA
Director William E. Colby.

Both Wallers and Cushr-an served as personal aides to

President Nixon at the “ime he was Vice President. Cush-
man was his military aide in the late 1950s and Walters
served as his interpreter on various foreign tours, includ.
ing Mr. Nixen’s 1958 tour of South America during which
the vice-presidential party was showered with rocks and
other debris. Walters was sprayed with glass splinters.
. “It is clear,” said Symington, “that senior White House
officials were deeply involved in attempts to. enmesh CIA
in the Watergate affair and thus take the pressure. off -
those who were really responsible.” .

Symington said he could not explain why the alleged:
White House cover-up pressures on the CIA did not sur-
face until 11.months after they were fifst applied to’
“Helms and Walters. . ’

He said he was not aware of any effort to report the
scries of events to the prosecutors in the Watergate case,
the various CIA oversight committees on Capitol Hiil, or
-to bring the matter to the direct attention of President
.Nixon. ] 9] ;

“I can’t decide why someone didn’t come forward,” said
Symington, who is. acting Armed Services Committee’
chairman. “We are \now in the process of investigating this-
-matter.” . . -

He noted, however, that the director of the CIA reports’
directly te the President and that the;request for CIA col-,
lusion in the cover-up came “fromthe President’s head
staff man”—Haldeman. )

At the request of Sen. Strom Thurmond (R-S.C.), Sym-"
ington said he would order an investigation of how The
'Washington Post learned exclusively and reported in yes-.
terday’s edition that the White House had sought to use:
the CIA to suspend the FBI investigation into the Mexican-
fund connection with Watergate.

" Helms met for more than iwo hours yesterday with
Earl Silbert, principal assistant U.S. attorney prosecuting
the Watergate case, to discuss Watergate and related:
matters. The former CIA director goes before a Senate
Appropriations subcommitiee on intelligence today to
give his version of the CIA dealings with the White House.

campaign.

United States Attorney Henry
J. Novak Jr. filed a subpoena’
showing that he had personally.
served the cashier of the First
City National Bank with a de-
‘mand for Mr. Allen's records,
Federal court records revealed,

Part of the contribution,
$89,000, was traced to a Miami
bank account of Bernard L.
Barker, a former agent of thel
Central Intelligence  Agency,;
who was arrested June 17 in-
side the Watergate headquar-
ters of the National Demacratic
Executive Committee,

The money traced to Barker's
account was in bank drafts
from Manue! Ogarrio Dagucrre,
a Mexico City attorney who
represents Gulf Resources, Mr.
Allen saild last week that
routing the money through
Mexico was the best way to
make the anonymous contribue
tion.
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.. The rush of events has cast the iﬁl‘pression’that the -

Central Intelligence Agency, too, was caugit up in the,‘.‘: '

erisis of governance known as Watergate and was °
so‘mehm‘v despoiled or suborned. But such a compre-
hensive indictment should not be handed down casually. - -

A closer look at the three main episodes of Watergate- .

.- Watergate and the CIA-- "~ [+

[

. So-what do we have? In all three episodes, the Whito
House trampled over the provision of the CIA’s chartex
"ispecifying .that the agency function “under the National

" Security Council”-and it sought to turn tho CIA to

purposes having at best a tenuous connection to the

CIA involvement suggests another and more’ complex. « agency's inteuige‘n'ce mandate-—even the way the White

view, -

ployee Howard Hunt, then identified as a White House
security consultant, technical help for an undisclosed -

The CIA’s legislative charter’ gives it “responsibility
for protecting intelligence sources and methods from -
unauthorized disclosures,” and in that context the then-
deputy director, Gen. Robert Cushman, who had long .

known Mr. Ehrlichman and who had also served as a .
personal aide to Vice President Nixon, granted tech- .. -

nical aid to Howard Hunt, But he  was put off by .
Hunl's manner; the agency, learning that “domestic
clandestine operations” were involved, cut the Hunt
link in five weeks; General Cushman quickly informed -
Mr. Ebrlichman, The -burglary of Daniel Ellsberg’s -
psychiatrist took place a month later. At the same time,
CIA Director Richard Helms, in the same-context of an
ostensible White House investigation of security leaks,
ordered up a CIA psychiatric profile of Mr, Ellsberg at
White House request. His successor, James Schlesinger, :
later termed tliese missions “ill advised.” ‘

. In the second episode, beginning only six days after
the Watergate breakdn of June 17, 1972, top White "%,
House aides reportedly tried on repeated occasions to ..
induce the CIA to halt an FBI probe into the “laundered”
Mexican money that financed the break-in (by having
the CIA invent a false rationale that the probe would
compromise CIA sources); those aides then asked CIA
to use secret funds to “go bail or pay the salaries” of
Watergate conspirators. By available testimony, the CIA -
resolutely rejected these entreaties. Gen. Vernon Wal--
ters, the then-deputy director and also a former aide
to Vice President Nixon, even said he would resign and
go Lo the President before so compromising the agency.

In the third episode: in early 1973—by, then, “Water-
gate” was rapidly unfolding—the White House - sought ‘
to have the CIA receivé back (knowingly) the Ellsberg,

"burglary materials it had blindly given” Hunt in 1971,

The CIA absolutely refused.- -

- WASHINGTON STAR ~tc - oo

", House presented it—and -at worst no connection what-

‘In'the first episode; in July-September 1971, the CIA ' -
was asked by John Ehrlichman to give retired CIA em- ::

. soever. In the episodes involving the Mexican money
~and the receiving back of Ellsberg burglary materials,
; successive CIA directors and their deputies stood off-

T fie i ressure aimed at forcing them to-
* mission. The Pentagon Papers had just been published, . ' ; fier¢e White House p

‘ violate the spirit and letter of their charter. In the

... episode involving aid for'a mission whose purpose was,
. at first unknown to the CIA, the agency recovered
. 'promptly when it got a better sense of what was going on,

, - The further question arises of whether Mr. Helms
. should have reported, either {o the President or Con-
gress, whatever may have been his suspicion or knowl-
edge at various times that something sour was going on,
- We submit that no final answer can be offeyed until
- there becomes available.a fuller record not only of
. precisely what Mr. Helms told Congress last February
and March and again in the last few days, but also of
" the steps he may have taken to protect the CIA from
" taint before he was relieved of the agency’s director-
ship. -, Ty

To establish a kind of base line, we think it ap-
propriate meanwhile to recall a.rare public speech Mr.
Helms gave in April 1971, before any of the known inci-.
dents had occurred, in which he spoke with feeling and
“sensitivity of the difficult role of a secret intelligence

agency in a free society. The CIA operates “under:
. constant supervision and direction of the National Se-
" curity Council,” he said. It assumes only “normal re-.

sponsibilities for protecting the physical security of our:
: own personnel, our facilities, and our classified infor-

ination . . . In short, we do not target on American
citizens.” ‘

‘To the extent that the integrity of the professional
“intelligence community may have been compromised,
we think it necessary to look first to the White House.
It was the men there who in their cavalier abuse of
power and their contempt for the institutions of Ameri-
can government—even an institution as sensitive as the
CIA—tried but, it seems, largely failed to compromise
and subvert the CIA, = - | S

-er release of the Pentagon

11 May 1973

Red Embassy Had

Pentagon Pzpers

/ o .
BY J. F. TER HORST
Special to the Star-News

The Soviet Union was
given a set of the top se-
cret Pentagon Papers be-
fore they were first made
public in 1971 by the New
York Times, according to
a former White House offi-
cial.

But shortly thereafter,
the source said, Soviet of-
ficials returned the docu-
ments to U.S. authorities—

apparently without having '
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examined them.

An account of the bi-'

zarre episode was first
obtained by the North
Ameri¢an Newspaper Alli-

_ance during the controver-

sy over the Pentagon Pa-
pers .and
administration’s unsuc-
cessful court battle to
block their publication two
years ago. The account

-was not written then be-
' cause it could not be cor-
. roborated independently.

Monday, however, a

the

{sworn reference to Soviet’
‘““possession’’ of the Penta-
‘gon Papers came to light
‘in the Los Angeles trial of
,Daniel  Ellsberg on
+charges of stealing, copy-
.ing and releasing them.

+ EGIL KROGH, the for- .,
4mer presidential aide who!
resigned his undersecre-
tary of transportation post
yesterday, submitted an
affidavit explaining his
supervisory role in a
White House investigation
into Ellsberg’s back-
ground, including the bur-
glary of the office of

Ellsberg’s psychiatrist.
Citing national security
reasons, Krogh’s affidavit
said the Nixon administra-
tion was concerned wheth-

Papers was part “of a
‘wider conspiracy.” Krogh
‘said he was *‘informed by
the FBI that the so-called
Pentagon Papers were in
the possession of the Sovi-
et Embassy, Washington,
D.C. prior. to their publica-
tion by the New York
Times newspaper, sug-

- gesting an effort to aid and

abet an enemy of the Unit-
ed States. through the:
ally.”

While Krogh’s statement
to the court does not go
into details, the original
White House source ex-.
plained it this way: ,
¢ Unidentified persons '
were observed delivering
bundles to the Soviet
Embassy. )
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17 May 1973 - :
- Soviet Press Ends
Watergate Silence,

By Robert G. Kaiser

Washington Post Forejgn Service

Helms Becomes
Latest Vietim
@ﬁ aL@E@% '& U‘ B 'fi_(l:\iizaolscs(())zl‘ire’thagrelsss— Tl'?lela;)lf);.;iﬁlc;ié) Is&g:ct‘l’gxit:: gt?'itie\lsl?r?l'ak::

broke its long silence on thepaper notes that former Attor-
Watergate affair today. i ney General John N. Mitchell

By Laurence Stern
Washington Post Staff Writer

Richard M. Helms, long
regarded as Washinglon’s,
most candid professional in-
telligence man, is the latest

casualty of the Watergate’
scandal. L

Watergate has been a

graveyard of public reputa-
tions, and Helms today be-

gins a series of congression-

al appearances in which he
hopes, presumably, to sal-
vage his own. N

Just recalled from Iran,
where he is the American
ambassador, Helms spen} his
first hours here in a most
unambassadorial setting—the
office of Assistant U.S. At-
torney Earl J. Silbert, chief
prosecutor in the Watergate
case. He was met at the air-
port by a deputy federal
marshal rather than a pro-
tocol officer. .

Helms’' reputation for can-
dor with Congress already
has been badly tarnished.

In at least three appear-
ances before the Senate
Foreign Relations Commit-
tee prior to his departure for
Iran earlier this year, Helms
unequivocally denied that
the CIA under his director-

ship had ever been invoived

in Watergate.

Yet as long as two years
ago, it was disclosed last
week on Capitol Hill, the
CIA gave undercover assist-
ance to the star conspiraiors

of the Watergate case, E.’

‘Howard Hunt and G. Gor-
don Liddy. ’

The - assistance—snooping
paraphernalia of a variety
that James Bond might have
found embarrassing — was
delivered to Hunt on the
authority of a phone call
from White House aide John
D. Ehrlichman to former
Deputy CIA Director Gen.
Robert E. Cushman, a rili-
tary aide to Mr. Nixon back
in the - - vice-presidential
years.

The agency called off its
help to Hunt in August,
1971, but not in time to,
prevent the burglary of the
office of Pentagon papers
defendant Daniel Ellsberg’s
psychiatrist, Dr. Lewis
Fielding. ’ ‘

Last February and March
—Ilong after Hunt and Liidy
had become household
words in Washington—
Helms was questioned under

oath in closed sessions of
the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee about CIA
involvement in " Watergate or:
other domestic operations.

The questioning also came
months after the President’s
three principal White House
aides, H. R. (Bob) Haldeman,_
Ehrlichman and John W.
Dean III, reportedly sought
the CIA’s collusion in cover-
ing the Watergate trail,

So far the record suggests
that Helms stood up admir-
ably during the eight months
.of Haldeman - Ehrlichman -
Dean pressures that began a
week ‘after the Watergate
break-in and continued until
last February. His deputy,
Gen. Vernon Walters, told
the White House he, would
resign rather than comply
with any plan to implicate
the CIA in the cover-up at-
tempt.

Yet Helms said not a word
to the Foreign Relations
Committee, once his warm-
est constituency on Capitol
Hill, even in response to a
series of probing questions
on CIA domestic involve-
ments during a lengthy
closed hearing last March 5.

Silence in adversity is an
underlying discipline of the
intelligence craft. But to a
number of the senators wait-
ing eageriy for a crack at
Helms this week, Watergate
was no legitimate intelli-
gence concern of the CIA
but rather a grisly domestic
political conspiracy centered
in the White House.

To the credit of Helms,
he did withstand the pres-
sures of the White House to
make the CIA an ecxculpa-
tory tool for a clique of
presidential aides. As Sen.
Stuart Symington (D-Mo.)
pointed out yesterday, it
takes some powerful with-
standing to spurn a direc-
tive of the President’s chief
of staff.

And some congressional
investigators are looking
into the possibility that the
departure of Helms as CIA
director last December,
stemmed in part from his
unwillingness to cooperate
with the cover-up enterprise.
Close friends and colleagues
of Helms said at the time
that it was a reluctant de-

Literary Gazette, a Weeklyfan«d former secretary .of com-

newspaper for the intelligen-| merce

Maurice H. Stans

sia, carried a 500-word storyy“turned out to be involved.”

under the headline “Water-
gate Affair: What's happer-
'ing?”? -

} The unsigned article i~ care-
fully worded. Thowutn it im-

The story lists some of the
irecent resignations in Wash-

{ington, and quotes President
‘Nixon as sayving that the resig-

nations of White House aides,

plies a goad deal, it does notiif. R. Haldeman and John C.:

state that the White House or

volvement in the case.

Soviet editors acknowledge
i privately that the Watergate
story has been too compli-
cated for them to handle.
| Their difficulties stem {rom
the Soviet philosophy of jour-
nal'sm, which dictates that all
stories on a subject should re-
‘flect the current line.

The Communist Party has
decided that the line on the
United States should™ be
friendly and unbeat. President
‘Nixon is to be treated as a
statesmanlike partner in de-
tente. t

The line  serves  two

purposes: to try to flatter the
United States, and to rein-
force the impression that the
_party has acted correctly by
deciding to make friends with
the United States. Western
diplomats here speculate that
Soviet leaders may worry
about the popular reaction to
Watergate.
- “People may ask why Brezh-
nev is, running off to see a
man involved in such a scan-
dal,” one noted.

Whatever the explanation,
Soviet newspaper readers had
only the vaguest notion of
Walergate until today’s arti-
cle. The ' Literary
story may be a sort of insur-
nace policy against the possi-
bility that Watergate will get
still worse, perhaps - even
threatening the summit con-
ference scheduled for June.

The story recounts the basic

Gazette!

! Bhrlichman should not be

President Nixon had any in- taken as signs of their guilt:

{In its next paragraph. Literary
Gazette mentions Haldeman
and Ehrlichman as (wo of
those who—judging by reports;
;in the American press’—will
.be indicted in the near future.
The paper docs not mention
any of the wider ramifications
of Watergate or the related!
cvents like the political saho-j
i tage campaign, the mysterious’
campaign funds- and so on.
Nevertheless, a careful Soviet(
reader would undoubtedly,
lgather‘ from the story that
! something important was go-;
ling on, if only because soj
‘Imany Cabinet members and
iimportant officials have re-,
isigned and are expected to be’
indicted. . .
The only earlier Soviet re-,
ports on the affair were brief’
announcements on the with-’
drawal of Patrick Gray’s nomi-
nation, and then his resigna-
tion as acting chief of the FBL.
Literary Gazeite has also’
translated a James Reston col-
urnn on the affair. |
Literary Gazetie’s story ap- |
pears to have becn written a-

Mitchell and  Stans,
doesn’t mention that
have been indicted. The story
ialso includes a factual error.,
"It reports that two of the orig-|
: Watergate  defendants

.inal
:have not yet been tried, appar-,
?ently a confusion with ths
fact that two remian to be sen-

tenced. ;

parture.
Last September, during a’
leisurely lunch at the Hay-

Adams Hotel here, Helms .

shook his head at the un-
folding revelations of tihe
‘Watergate scandals. Speak-
ing sympathetically of acting
FBI Director L. Patrick
Gray’s plight, he remarked:

“Can you imagine the pre-

dicament of a new FBI di-
rector coming into office and
having this thing break over
his head?” )
But since then the scourge
of Watergate has cut a great
swath {arough the ranks of
public men in Washington.
And it is now Helms who
stands under its shadow,

8
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. Text of a Statement on Testimony by'Walfcers r

Special bo The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 15—
Following is the text of a
statement by Senator Stuart
Symington, acting chairman
- of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, on White House
links to Central Intelligence
Agency actions: :

In sworn testimony before
‘the \Senate Armed Services
Committee yesterday, Mon-
day, May 14, the deputy di-
‘rector of the CILA., Lieut.
Gen. Vemnon Walters, testi-
field to a remarkable series
;of events:

On June 23, 1972, General
Walters, who has been at the
C.LA. about six weeks, said
‘he was asked to go to the

/White House with C.I.A. di-

‘rector Dichard Helms at 1
P.M.
.they met with Mr. H. R.
.Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichs
man in the latter's office.
General Walters said he

‘was told by Mr. Haldeman

‘that the Watergate incident.
"might be exploited by the
opposition, and that it had
_been decided that he, .Wal-
‘ters, should go to the acting
‘'F.B.I. director, Mr. Patrick
-Gray, and should tell Mr.
-Gray that if the F.B.I. pursued
an investigation of certain
“funds in Mexico, connected
:with the Watergate case,
Ithis inquiry would compro-
“mise certain C.LA. actiivties
rand resources in Mexico.
Mr. Haldeman specifically
bypassed General Walters’s
superior, Mr. Helms, in ask-
ing that only General Wal-
ters visit Mr. Gray.
. Agreement With Gray
« General Walters further tes-
tified that an appointment
with Mr, Gray was madec for
him immediately, and that he
went to see Mr. Gray an hour
later. According to his. testi-
mony, he told Mr. Gray that

senior people at the White '’

House, whom he did not
name, had told him that pur-
.suit of the investigations of
,Mexican.financing would un-
*cover some of the agency’s
.clandestine ' activities. Mr.

Gray reportedly responded -

.that he was aware that the
‘F.B.I, and C.I.A. do not un-
icover one another's sources
~and operations.
General Walters
 however, that on his return
to the agency he checked
and discovered that investi-
gation of the Mexican finan-
“cial affair would not compro-
'mise any C.I.A. clandestine
"assets. : . -
© General Walters testified
‘further that Mr. John W

Dean-3d called him on ‘the,.

that afternoon. There-

states, -

following Monday, June 26,

and wanted to talk with him-
about the substance of  his.

conversation with Mr, Halde-
man and Mr.
the previous Friday. .
Mr. Dean reportedly said
that General Walters could
call Mr. Ehrlichman to insure
that it was all right to talk

. with “him. General Walters
then called Mr. Ehrlichman -

who told him that he. could
speak with Mr, Dean, .

General Walters then testi-

fied that at 11:45 AM. that

} same day, June 26, he went '

to see Mr. Dean. Mr. Dean
reportedly  received him
alone. General Walters stated
that he told Mr. Dean that
after talking with Mr. Gray

he had looked into the matter
and that the agency was not
" compromised in ‘any way in
.the Watergate bugging and
. that' there was no C.LA. in-
“volvement in the case.

Helms Is Informed .

" Following this
meeting, General Walters
stated that he returned to
the C.I.A. and told Mr: Helms
of his conversation with Mr.
Dean, and of his denial of
any agency involvement in
the Watergate case,
According to  General
Walters, Mr. Helms told him

"that he had handled the sit-

uation just right. General
Walters also testified that he
constantly checked with Mr.
Helms during the following
events and that Helms as-
sured General Walters that
he was acting correctly.

The next day, June 27th,
Mr, Dean reportedly called
General Walters apain went
to sce him at his office. Mr,
Dean reportedly asked if
there was some way the
C.LA. could go bail or pay
the salaries of the individu-
als accused in the Watergate
case while they were in jail,

General Walters stated that
he told Mr. Dean that there
was no way this could be
done, that any internal ex-
penditure of funds by the
C.I.A, must be reported to the
House and Senate oversight
committees. General Walters

‘stated that he told Mr. Dean

that to spend funds in .this
way would implicate the
agericy, and that he, General
Walters, was prepared to re-
sign rather than to do this.
General ‘Walters testified

“that the next day, June 28,
.Mr. Déan called him again,

and that he went to see Mr.
Dean for a third time. Mr.

Dean- reportedly ' asked if,

there could have been some

Ehrlichman.

Monday .

C.IA. involvement that Gen- °

eral Walters did not know
about. General Walters said
he stated that there could
not be,

At one point in the con-
versation, according to Gen-
eral Walters, Mr. Dean asked
if General Walters had any

‘ideas, and General Walters

Teplied, yes, that anyone who
was responsible should be
fired. .

Nixon Visit Threatened

General Walters further
testified that he told Mr.
Dean that he would have no
part in attempting to com-

promise the C.LA. in some-.
. thing in which it was not in

fact compromised. He said
that, if ordered to do so,
he would ask to see the Pres-
ident and to explain to him

-how dangerous he thought

such an action would be.

On July 5th, General Wal-
ters received a call, accord-
ing to his testimony, from
Mr. Patrick Gray, the acting
director of the F.BI Mr.

Gray, referring to his pre-

vious conversation with Gen-
eral Walters, reportedly said
that he could not stop the
investigation of the Mexican
financing unless he received
a letter from the director or
General Walters-stating that
such an investigation would

damage the agency's assets ,

in Mexico.
. General Walters testified

.that he then went to see

Mr. Gray the next day, July
6th, and told him that he had
checked this matter and dis-
covered that such an inves-
tigation would not endanger
any CJIA. asscls, that the
C.ILA. was totally uncon-
nected with the matter, and
that the C.LA. had no inter-
est in stopping any investiga-
tion, -

He then testified that hé

told Mr. Gray the story of. .
his meeting with Mr. Halde- -

man and Mr. Ehrlichman,
and that he had been told
to convey his previous mes-
sage to Mr. Gray. General
Walters testified that he
repeated to Mr. Gray: his de-

* termination to resign if there
© was an attempt to compro-

mise the C.I.A. in this matter.

According to General Wal-
ters’ testimony, he saw Mr.
Gray again on July 12 at the
F.B.I. office, and gave him
some additional information
regarding material which had
already been made available
to Mr. Gray with regard to

“the C.1.LA.’s contact the previ-

ous year with Mr. Hunt.

. plicated in. .

. behaved very well with re-:

Finally, General Walters~
testified that in late January
or early February, 1973, he
told Dr. Schlesinger in a gen-
eral way of the above mat-.
ters. He testified that,
shortly thereafter, Mr. Dean?
called Dr. Schlesinger and“
asked if the C.I.A. could have |
returned from the F.B.I. thei
package of material that had,
been sent to the F.B.I. regard-,

- ing the assistance furnished:

to Mr. Hunt the previous®
year. . .

He. testified that he, Mr.!
Colby, and Dr. Schlesinger'j
discussed the matter and;
agreed that there was no,
way this cculd be done—that,
it ‘would implicate the C.I.A.o
in something it was not imsg

)'\

General Walters then testi=;
fied that he went to see Mrys
Gray that morning—he did;}
not have the date available;,
—and told him of the requesty
by Mr. Dean, and of they
-C.I.A.’s dzcision. e
He testified that he thought;

he later went to Mr. Deany
and told him also, that there
.was no way the C.I.A. couldy;
have this material returneds;
* With respect to this testiy:
mony, I would like to sayi
the following, based upon thq"
“facts we have uncovered to;
date: ' g
. “As I stated yesterday, itis
is clear ‘that senior Whitex
House officials were deeplyt
involved in attempts to enw
mesh C.LA. in the Watergataj(
affair and thus take the pres-.
sure off- those who were :
really responsible. i
“Because of security cleardi
ance and questions with res3
spect to verbatim release oftd
statements which might afsit
fect legal proceedings, I doi
not know when the full transi
script of our hearings can™
be made public. Under thosé:
circumstances, I thought this’s
narrative account should bei!
made public. I
“It is very clear'to me that!
there was an attempt to un2’
.load major responsibility for't
the Watergate bugging and
cover-up on C.LA. Under?
these difficult circumstances:
_and heavy pressures, I be-t
lieve that Director Helms and:f
General Walters, who was at:
all times cooperating with:
the approval of Mr. Helms;:
spect to this attempt. g
Our inquiry. of this ang}
other related matters is con-'
tinuing and we expect to hear’
testimony from Mr. Helms
this Thursday. L ht
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Mexican
Episode

Involved

By Laurence Stern
Washington Post Staff Writer

., Three of Presideat
Nixon’s highest-ranking
White House aides sought
to persuade the Central’
Intelligence Agency to

‘call off—on national se-
‘curity grounds—an FBI
investigation into the Wa-
“Mexi-

.tergate scandal’s
can Connection.”

This testimony was given
to a closed session of the
Senate Armed Services
,Committee yesterday by the
CIA’s deputy director, Lt.
Gen. Vernon A. Walters, it
was learned. )

Walters said the proposal
was made to him at a White
House meeling to which he
was summoned by presiden-
‘tial aides H. R. Haldeman,’
John D. Ehrlichman and
John W. Dcan IIL

The CIA official, who is
expected to be summoned
imminently before a federal
grand jury to tell the story,
said the then CIA Director

Richard M. Helms refused - '

to go along with the plan
and the White House was 50
-informed. :

The case involved the
$100,000 or more in. Nixon
re-election funds that were
“laundered” through a Mex-
ico City bank and ended uvp
ultimately in the safe of
Maurice H. Stans, chief
presidential fund-raiser in
1972.

Walters, according 10
qualified sources, testified
that the three White House
advisers told- him they
wanted the agency to tell
the FBI that an investiga.
tion of the Mexican money
would jeopardize CIA opera-
tions.

When he relayed the sug-
gestion to Helms, said Wal-
ters, the former director de-
cided that there was no ba-
sis for the request to the
FBI.

The Mexican money inci-
of

dent was one example
what  one authoritative
source described as a
“continuing pattern”  of
White House efforts in 1972
to involve the CIA in Water-
gate cover-up activities, as
- depicted in yesterday’s testi-
-mony.

Walters was accompanied
to the hearing by outgoing
CIA Director +James R.
.Schlesinger, Director-desig-
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nate William E. Colby, the’
CIA’s present “director of
clandestine operations, and’
‘Marine commandant Gen.,
Robert E. Cushman Jr;, who,
preceded Walters - as CIA®
deputy director.

Acting Armed Servxces
Chairman Sen. Stuart Sym-’
ington (D-Mo.) said he was
smpuscd to learn of Hal&e-
man’s implication in the
case.

“The CIA was asked to
‘provide help on other mat-
.ters beyond the Ellsberg
case by the White House
staff,” Symington said after,
today’s closed session. “We
found out that Haldeman
was very heavily involved.”

Dean had been 1mphcated

in secret testimony Friday
dealing  with White House

.pressures on the agency, 1tX

was learned.

. The time sequence of the
attempted intercessions was
not clear. They occurred, ac-
,cording to one .qualified
source, “at a time when
these guys were frantically,
trying to get off the hook
‘and get other guys on the’
‘hook” —. presumably after
disclosure of the Watergate
break-in last June 17.

Both Symington and Sen.’
Sam Nunn (D-Ga.) praised
the CIA for standing up to
the alleged White House
pressures to assist in cover-.
ing up the Watergate: trail.

One of the subjects cov-
‘ered by.the committee in its
questioning of the CIA wit-
-nesses was a memorandum

to federal prosecutors by
sgonvicted Watlergate
spirator James W. McCord
-Jr., who said he had been
_urged by his previous coun-
"sel to claim that the Water-
. gate break-in was a CIA op-
"eration.

" The lawyer, Gerald Alch’
of Boston, denied in an in-
terview last week that he-

had made any such proposal’
té McCord. The - attorney’

said he merely asked Mec-

Cord about. possible CIA im-
plication because, on the ba-

sis of government-produced
evidence, McCord had once
intimated that the break-in
team consisted of CIA em-
ployees.

1t was disclosed last week:
* that Ehrlichman

in July,.
1971 had asked then CIA
Deputy Director Cushman
to give undercover assist-
ance to Watergate conspira-

tor E. Howard Hunt for an,

‘undisclosed mission that
‘even Hunt would not di-
vulge to the CIA. The as-
sistance, spy equipment and
secret phone numbers, were
provided. The mission, it
turned out, was the burglary
of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychia-
trist, Dr. Lewis Fielding of
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Nixon Name Used.
T@ Pwsmm CI A

. By William Claiborne
Washington Post Staff Writer

Several hlgh White House
aides invoked the name of
President Nixon when they
asked the -Central Intelli-
»gence Agency to help cover
up the Watlergate scandal
and assist key conspirators,
Sen. John L. McClellan (D-
,Ark.) disclosed yesterday.

i For that re a s on, Mc-
Clellan said, Richard M.
Helms, who was then CIA
director, and other intelli-
gence officials did not in-
form either Congress or the
"President about the .re-
quests.

McClellan  said they
“wanted lo go as far as they
could to accommodate the
President” because the re-
quests had come from such’
high offices of the Execulive
Branch.

“Some things went too far
‘and they put a stop to it,”
McClellan said after listen-
ing to three hours of testi-
mony by telms in a eloscd
Senate Appropriations sub-
‘commitice hearing. -

Helms, who is now ambas- -

sador to Iran, emerged from
the hearing room with his
jaw tightly clenched and
bored through a crowd of
newsmen {0 a wailing car
.without making a comment
“about the first’ of at least
‘three  scheduled © appear-’
ances before Watergate-rela-
ted investigating panels.

But McClellan later re-
viewed Helms'. testimony,-
‘and then angrily accused -’
the ‘White House of violat-
'ing the National Security
,Act by trying to pressure, ’
'the CIA-into covering up fi-
nancial manipulations con-
nccted with Watergate. |

Referring to the 1947 act”
that prohibits the CIA from
‘domestic intelligence work,
McClellan said, “I'm satis-
fied the CIA madc a mis-
take. I'm satistied that the
‘CIA was imposed upon.”

) ‘,McClellan also implicitly

‘Beverly Hills, Calif.

The, names of Haldeman.
and Dean had not come up
in the course of last week’s
public revelations.

Senators who attended yes-
terday’s closed session were
extremely reluctant to di-
wulge details. “We are deal-
ing with what may well be
serious criminal violations
by high-ranking officials,”
commented one committee
member. “Whatever we: say
now could probably jeopard-
ize any future cr 1mmal prose-
cutions.”

»

criticized Helms for his si-f
lence over a two-year. pe-

riod, saying that when it  bes
came obvious “a cloud was

being passed over' the,
ageney” the former CIA di-:
re~.or had an opportunity to.
complain' about the pres-.

surcs brought to bear by the; i
White House. .. )

But he reserved his most,
stinging criticism for former!
presidential aides H.R. (Bob)
Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichs,
man and John W. Dean 111
calling their actions, “beyonq.
-impropriety.” LS

Two mamr Whlte HDUSQ{
requests of the ClA to assist;
in apparent conspiracies’
were mei, MecClellan said)’
and a third was refused.
Only one of the three re-
quests, he said, was person-,
ally approved by Helms, and
that was done “reluctantly.”

“Mr. Helms and his assist-
ants were seriously imposed
=pon and they undertook to
mitigate those "impositions
by doing as little as they
could, and. finally they, did
refuse,” McClellan said. "

_ The first CIA mvolvement
with Water gate figures, Mcs
Clellan quoted Helms as tes-
-tifying, occurred when the
agency provided E. Howard'
Hunt and G. Gordon Liddy’
with  disguises, burglary
tools and electronic surveil-'
lance equipment that were-
wused to break into the -of-}
fices of Pentagon Papers de-,
#fendant Daniel Eilsberg's.
‘psychiatrist.

7 McClellan said Helms did’
not know the equipment had’
.been provided—at Ehrlich-:
man’s request—until “some-
time later, when Hunt began
making more requests for’
CIA assistance.

Helms, according to Mc-
Clellan, ordered former
Deputy CIA Director Gen.
Robert E. Cushman to stop
providing equipment. to:
Hunt. .

McClellan said the next
‘request came when David L.
Young, a National Security
Council staff member, asked
the CIA for a psychologxcal
profile on Elisberg.

Helms “reluctantly went
along” with that request,
MeClellan said, even though
he “didn’t think it was quite
proper by reason of the
soutce.” .

Former presidential aide.
Egil Krogh Jr. has saidin a
:sworn statement that the




profile provided no useful’
a special
*White House security squad |

information

called “the plumbers,”

to

and

for that reason the burglary
of the psychiatrist’s office
was planned by Hunt and

Liddy.

The third White House at-.
‘tempt to involve the CIA in
the Watergate scandal was

.made last June 23 by Halde-’
man to Helms and his dep-
uty, Lt. Gen. Vernon Wal-.

ters, McClellan said. - ¢

" McClellan said Helms tes-

Haldeman
“suggested to him that Gen.
Walters go to see the direc-
tor of the FBI and ask them.

" to call off the investigation

tified

into the Mexican

journey.”™

that

money

He was referring to the;
that was
*“laundered” through a Mex-,
lco City bank, proceeds of*
which ended up in the safe’
of Nixon fund-raiser Mau-'
rice H. Stans. The money-
figured in- bankrolling the.
break-in
-other political espionage op-
erations of the Committee’
for the Re- elecuon of the,

$100,000

Watergate

President.

check

and.

* Walters testified before‘
another Senate subcommit.
tee on Monday that he told-

- Dean three days later that
'he. would resign if ordered
by the White House ta com:

promise the CIA
Watergate case.

in: the

McClellan said yesterday
“that it was Helms who or:
dered Walters not to get in-
~volved in asking Acting FBI
:Director L. Patrick Gray to’

-cover up the probe:

Me-

Clellan said Helms was con-
“vinced that the FBI investi-
gatnon of the Mexican con-
nectxon would not interfere
¢ ¢ with the CIA’s operatives in
;Mexico, which he said had-
i been suggested by Halde-

,man.

- McClellan and Sen. Ro
‘man L. Hruska (R-Neb.) re-
" peatedly emphasized Helm’s:

reluctance to become

in-

_volved in a Watergate cover-’
up. Another subcommittee
member, Sen. John . Pastore,
(D-R.1), ,descnbed Helms as-
“quite hurt that his reputa-
"tion has been tainted after
(of government

f 40 years
‘service).”

However, when asked why
Helms did not take his con-

cerns

to President Nixon

while his agency was alibg-

edly

being pressured by

Haldeman and Ehrhchman

McClellan said:

“He remained silent ...
He didn't feel that he was,
called on to go to the Presi-

dent.

He didn’t want the'
CIA involved.”

When reminded that in at
least three confirmation ap-
pearances before the Senate
Foreign Relations Commit-
tee last January and Febru-
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By MARJORIE HUNTER

Speclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 11—
Gen. Robert E. Cushman Jr.
|said today that Richard Helms,
his superior at the Central In-
telligence Agency in 1971, had
“assented” to agency assist-
ance to E. Howard Hunt Jr,
one of the conspirators in the
Watergate case.

Mr. Helms, now Ambassadot
to Iran, was Director of Cen-
tral Inte]hgence at the - time
the agency, in the summer of
1971, provided disguises and
equipment to Hunt, upon the
request of the White House.

" The materials supplied fo
Hunt were used for the break-
in at the office of Dr. Daniel
Ensbengs psychiatrist on Sept.|
3, 1971, in Beverly Hills, Calif.

General Cushman, now com-
mandant of the Marine Corps,’
confirmed today that as Deputy
Director of Central Intelligence,.
he had ordered agency, ma-
‘terials made available to Hunt.
; But he said that a few days,
'after doing so, he reparted his
actions to Mr. Helms and “he
assented to what I had doneY

The general's account of
C.LA. . involvement with Hunt
was made in ,a. three-page:
sworn affidavit' that he per-
sonally presented today to three’
separate Congressional cam-J
mittees. He cut short a Euro-,

ary Helms flatly denied any
CIlA involvement in Water-
gate, McClellan said, “He.
did not relate this to the
Watergate.”

Hruska chided reporters:
for attaching © the
“Watergate” label to every.
allegation of White House
misfeasance. He claimed
that at the time of the con-
tfirmation hearings Helms’
did not connect the requests
made to the CIA to the
.break-in at Democratic Na-
tional Headquarters.

McClellan conceded that.
he “didn’t intend to put
(Helms) through the grill”
during the hearing. He said
that he and other subcom-
mittee members had little
time to prepare '‘questions
and that Helms was testify-.
ing mostly from memory. ,

However, McClellan said’
he plobably will seek more
’tesumony from Helms at a
future date. He said he also-
‘planned to seek testimony.
‘from Haldeman, Ehrhchman'_
and Young. . ‘

Helms, meanwhlle
scheduled to testify at 10
a.m. today before the Senate
Armed Services Committee
and sometime laler before
a federal grand jury here
and the Senate Select Sub-
committee investigating the

fpean tour to appear before the
:Commlttecs
| . . Helms's Rule Widened.

' His comments about having
linformed his superior of what
he had done would appear to
lindicate! that Mr. Helms was
‘more fully aware of agency in-
volvément in the ‘Watergate
and Pentagon papers cases
than had prevmusly been sug-
gested ‘

- Earlier this 'week, current
C.I.A. officials disclosed that

sonality assessment of Dr. Ells«
berg, a defendant in the Pentat
gon .papers trial, had been
made with the approval of Mr.
Helms.

.But, until today, it had been

may have been unaware that
General Cushman had agreed
to a request by John D. Ehr-
lichman, at that time a key
White House aide, for C.LA.)
assistance to Mr. Hunt.
Senator J. W. Fulbnght, in
'a television interview spon-
sored last night by the Nation-
al, Public Affairs Center, said
that Mr. Helms had assured
him earlier this spring that the

agency preparation of a per-

widely assumed that Mr. Helms| -

“agency had not had anything
to do with the Watergate af-
fair.

The Arkansas Democrat said
that when Mr. Helms appeared
before the committee for con-
firmation hearings on his ap-
pointment as Ambassador, “I
asked him specifically during
his examination, did the C.I.A.
have anything to do with any
of this Watergate, and he said
not.”

It Is understood that the se-
cret transcript of the Senate
JForeign Relations Committee
on the Helms confirmation
hearing confirms Senator Ful-
bright’s comment.

Hunt pleaded guilty last Jan.
10 to having taken part in the
bugging of Democratic head-
quarters in the Watergate com-
plex last year. He received a
provisional 35-year prison term.
The sentence could be reduced
later if Hunt is found to have
cooperated in the current
Watergate: investigations. He
has also admitted taking part
‘in the office burblary of Dr.
Elleberg’s former psychiatrict in
.Los Angeles.

General Cushman, resp]end-
ent in full uniform with row
.upon row of battle ribbons and

/a sharpshooter’s medal, marched

Arom one Congressional com-
mittee to another for what
turned out to be day-long in-
terrogations.

He appeared first before a
House Armed Services Subcom-
mittee, headed by Lucien N.
Nedzi, Democrat of Michican;
then before a Senate appropria-
tions subcommittee, headed by
John L. McClellan, Democrat of
Arkansas; and fmally before the
Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee, of which Stuart Syming-
ton, Democrat of Missouri, is
temporary chairman.

All three committees are in-

‘that Hunt was “a highly res-

quiring into the issue of
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whether the C.I.A. exceeded its
authority by becoming involved
.in domestic undercover opera-
itions. The agency’s charter pre-
‘cludes it from internal secun;y
functions.

The committee meetings we;e
closed, but the general’s sworn
affidavit was made public after
‘each session.

Senator McClelan said that
his appropriations subcommit-
tee hoped to hear testimony
next week from Mr, Helms, who
is in Iran. -

Senator Henry M. Jackson,
Democrat of Washington, after
hearing the Cushman testimony,
‘before the Armed Services Com-

'mittee, said, “I don't think the‘
C.I.A. violated the law. I think
'the White House violated the
Iaw

- Senator Sympmgton too, in-
dlcated that he believed that
‘the White House request for
the agency's assistance was
‘improper.

In his affidavit, General
Cushman said that on July 7,
1971, Mr. Ehrlichman called
him from the White House and
said that Hunt had been made
a consultant on security mat-
.ters. He said that Mr. Ehrlich-
man asked that the agency give
Hunt some assistance.

| General Cushman, a military
aide to President Nixon when
Mr, Nixon was Vice President,
said that he has known Mr.

Ehrlichman for 10 or 12 years
and respected him highly.
- “I also knew that he .[Mr.
Ehrlichman] was one of the
three chiefs of staff, as it were,
"to the President and that there-
fore he spoke with the authoriy
of the President’s name,” Gen-
eral Cushman said. .
The general said he was
aware that leaks of inteligence| -
information were of great con-
cern within the government at
that time and that Mr. Ehrlich-
man had been named “wihin
the White House as the man
in charge of stopping security
leaks and overhauhng the se-
curity regulations.”

'+ In view of that, the general
‘continued, he concluded that
Hunt had been hired by the
White House to act in. the
security field and that the
C.ILA. was being ordered to
assist him.

-He said that Hunt appeared
in his office on July 22, 1971,
and said that he had “a very
sensitive one-time interview
that -the White House wanted
him to hold” but that he dared
not reveal his identity.

i General Cushman also noted

pected and honorably retired
C.IL A employe of 20 years’ serv-
ice.

The general said that he was
unable to discover any details
of the plan. He said Hunt told
him that he was under White
House orders not to reveal the
nature or scope of the planned
interview and not to reveal the
fact that he even worked for
the White House.

“He did assure me, however,}
the general said, “that he was
working to be a good purpose
in the interests of the country.”

About a month after giving
Hunt a wig and other disguise

CIA RDP77-00432R000100160001-9
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materials and various equip-
ment,_ and alias identificaion
papers, the general said, he
oundf that Hunt “was becoming
more and more unreasonuble
and demanding” and going far
beyond what seemed necessary
for “a one-time interview.”

At that point, the general
said, he stopped “all relation-
Shlps" with Hunt and so in:
formed Mr, Ehrlichman.

He said he also told Mr.
Ehrlichman *that in my opinion,
Mr. Hunt was of questionable
judgment” and with that left
Mr. Ehrlichman to do “as he
-demmed proper.” .

WASHINGTON POST
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Soviets See |

Anti-Nixon \"
ﬂ@& in U.S.

By Dan Morgan

Washington Post Forelgn Bervice '

“ BELGRADE, May 14 — So-
et representatives in Eastern
Europe have told Westerners
that the Watergate scandal ap-
b‘!ars to them to be a

conspiracy by powerful
_tqrccs in the United States op-
posed to detente with Moscow.
~¢The" plot theory has been
floated by a number of Soviet
journalists and Communist
editors regularly based in Bel-
gtade, Bucharest, Warsaw and
.Moscow. According to this the-
ory, reactionary American ole-
ments, which have never ac-
e¢épted the rapproachement
with the Communists initiated
by -Mr. Nixon, have organized
aplot to discredit him.

The Watergate case seems
to' have baffled and dismayed
€ommunist  representatives.
Mr:. Nixon is an admired fig-
are: in- all official circles of
Eastern Europe. His name is
lnked to pragmatic American
efforts to increase trade and
tone down the ideological de-
. 'bate between East and West.
‘Tangihle proof of Soviet confi-
dence in Mr. Nixon’'s ability to
survive the Watergate crisis
was given this weekend when
dates for Soviet party leader
Leonid 1. Brezhnev's visit to
the. United States next month
were announced. :

_The concern in Communist
cjrcles over Mr, Nixon's posi-
tion was perhaps summed up

est by a Polish editor who
was explaining the scant cov-
erage of the Watergate affau‘
if the Polish news media.

“From our standpoint, Rich-
ard Nixon is the best /possible
American president in the cur-
rent circumstances,/ and we
don’'t want to see _him embar-

rissed.” .
/

/

'Sovicts who accept the’ éon-
sgxracy theory are unim-
pressed by evidence that the
enrliest assailants' of the ad-
ministration’s  handling  of
Watergate were liberal news-
papers which supported East-
West bridge building even be-
fore Mr. Nixon did.

For ‘instance, one Soviet
journalist insisted that The
Washington Post must have
<had; powerful forces support-
ing’it in order to have con:
ducted the kind of lnvegtiga~
tion it did.

Mt couldn’t have - done it
on its own,” he asserted. The
~same Journallst suggested that
“a. Rotkefeller” could stop the
process .of detente -if he
wanted to. He did not specify
whether he was referring to
Gov. Nelson Rockefeller or to
Chase . Manhattan’s  David
Roc_kefeller, "who. is probably
better known in the Soviet
Upion as a symbol of Ameri-
can-capitalism.

sSoviet representatives seem
genuinely confused by the
scandal itself and puzzled by
‘the . implications .that Ameri-
cans draw from it. One Soviet
journalist paled visibly when
told by an American here that
.there might be a “10 per cent
chance, no more” .0f Mr.
Nixon’s resigning.

“The conspiracy theory may
have been hastily drawn up by
Soviet representatives as a
plpusible explanation for an
implausible state of affairs in
Washington. The Soviet leader-
ship has only recently dealt
with its own reactionary .ele-
ments by dumping several ap-
parcnt opponents of detente
ﬂom high positions. Thus, it
may be natural for Soviets to
aﬁsume that such opposition
exxsts in the United States as
well.

~On this point, Western ex-
perts in Moscow say that the
extent of support for Mr. Nix-
on’s foreign policy in the
United States has béen con-
sxstently underestimated by
East. Europeans and Russians
rpised in the atmosphere of
gustained cold war. So it is
natural for Russians to worry
now. about “powerful forces”
upsettmg this process.

~-There is nothing to indicate’
that Brezhnev accepts the
Watergate plot theory against
Mr. Nixon. Westérn diplomats
believe he receives excellent

information on the Washing-{’

ton scene from Ambassador
Anatoliy Dobrynin.
Therefore the circulation of

. the plot theory by Soviet rep-

‘Fesentatives raises the ques.
tion_whether it may itself be
an attempt to warn liberals
and other supporters of the
East-West  dialogue - against
any steps that could make
detente a'- casualty of « the
Watergate affair.
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Gharges Dlsmlssed.,

In ‘Papers’ Trlal

.,-" By Sanford J. Ungar )
Washington Post Staff Writer 3
LOS ANGELES, May 11—U.S. District Courl Judge '
W. Matt Byrne Jr., citing governmental misconduci s0,
i severe as to “offend the sense of justice,” ended the Pen-
,tagon Papers trial of Daniel Elisberg and Anthony Russo’, )
:Jr. today and dismissed all criminal charges against them.

.'. After two weeks of sensational disclosures, mcludm'f\
news of a White House-directed burglary of Ellsberg's:
psyclnatnst’ s office and uf government wiretaps for which; i
all records have disappeared, Byme said, “there remain,
‘more questions than answers” about how seriously the»
; defendants’ constitutional rights were violated. i

The judge blamed various government agencxes in-
-cludmg the Central Intelligence Agency, for taking “an:
‘unprecedented series of actions” against Elisberg after’
he *was originally "indicted almost two years ago for
'leaking the Pentagon Papers. . N

But Byrne said his ruling was also based on the fact’
that government prosecutors had “time and again failed”;
‘to comply with his court orders to produce materials’
‘from governmient files that tended to exculpate, or estab-!
lish the innocence of, Elisberg and Russo.

He declared that they “should not have to run the
‘risk of being tried again before another jury.”

" “No investigation,” Byrne said, “is likely to pIOVIGP
‘satisfactory answers where improper goverr(ment con-
;duct has been ‘shielded so long from public view and
:where the government advises the court that pertment
files and records are missing or destroyed. My 'duties:
-and obligations relate to this case and- what must be:
done to protect the right to a fair trial.”

" Byrne's ruling, which took 15 minutes for him to 1ead'
'from the bench this afterncon, brought pandemonium in:
;his courtroom.' As he strode back to his chambers, there-
iwas applause and whoops ‘of joy from Ellsberg's and;
‘Russo’s staff and supporters. :
{ There was also discreet pleasure at the Justice Depart-;
‘ment in Washington, where high officials had come to
‘believe that the Pentagon Papers trial, while lmportant
to President Nixon’s effort to stem leaks of “national:
:security information” from. the federal bureaucracy, was‘
‘hopelessly entangled with the Watergate affair.

Specifically, Byrne granted both a mistrial and a dis-,
imissal of the indictment which charged Ellsberg and,
‘Russo with conspiracy, espionage and theft of govern-'
‘ment property. He said he had determined that to grant.
a mistrial alone, ]eavmg Jopen the possibility for a neW'
;trlal “would not be fair.”

; The only way that the Justice Department could now,
-move to retry Elisberg and Russo on the charges here!
‘would be to appeal Byrne’s decision on dismissal to the,
‘Ninth U.S." Circuit Court of Appeals in San Franc:sco,
+which- it is entitled to do.

. But legal observers pointed out that such an appeal is
.unlikely to be taken—and that it would probably not:
‘succeed—because Ellsberg and Russo had alrcady been
‘placed in “jeopardy” of conviction on the offenses:
:charged.

The Fifth Amendment to the Constitution dictates that-
no person “shall . be subject for the same offense {0
be twice put in 1eopardy of life or limb. . . .

Unlike an occasion last year when a mlsmal was dv-
clared in the Pentagon Papers case, Ellsherg and Russo:
did' not seek a mistrial this time, nor did they file a

“waiver” of their rights against “double jeopardy.” .

Whatever the strict legal posture of the situation, Jus- .
tice Department sources said :that as long as Richard G.

.Kleindienst remains Attorney General—he has )eslbncd

from the Cabinet because people close o him arc under:
.investigation in the Watergate affair—Byrne's decmon
certainly will not be appealed.

But the sources stressed that lhe final dccision wnll
he up to Attorney General-designale Elliot L. Richardson,’.

\
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whose nomination is before the Senate Judiciary Com-
.mittee, on the basis of advice from Sohcxtor General
-Erwin N. Griswold. '

It was uncertam, however,’ whether the Justice De-
partment would renew a separate grand jury investigation .
in Boston, suspended since last December; which focused .
on Ellsbew s distribution- of ‘the Pentagon Papers to The
‘New York _Times, The Washmgton Post and -, other
newspapers.

(The. charges here focused only on EIlsbergs ‘and
Russo’s actions in late 1969, when they photocopied the
top-secret Pentagon’ study at a Hollywood advertising
ageney, and their "conspnacy,” .which the government
said continued into lata 1970.) .

: “A jury of 10 women and two meén had been hearmg
the evidence against Ellsberg and Russo and in theu' de-’
.fense, since mid-January.

The jurors were sent home, for a week last Tuesday,
‘while Byrne weighed:the tangle -of disclosures concerning
the government’s investigations of ' Ellsberg.. This' after-
noon, they were notrfred by telephone 'that they would
not have to bother returning fo court next week.

Attorneys on both sides of the case had already ex-

pressed their misgivings that the jury, which was not’
sequestered, had been insulated from information about
‘the recent sensational developments. .
' The Ellsberg-Russo defense fought to the last moment
for a ruling from Byrne on its motion for a directed.
verdict of acquittal based on the assertion that the
‘government’s evidence was insufficient to sustam a
conviction. .

Russo, for' his own part repeatedly 'instructed his
attorney Leonard I. Weinglass, that he wanted the case
to go to the jury in order to vindicate his and Ellsberg’s
‘conduct in releasing to the public the secret history of.
American involvement in Southeast Asia.

Before Judge Byrne dismissed the case this aftern on,
‘he indicated that if he were to rule on the motion for a-
directed verdict of acquittal, he would acquit the defend-
-ants on some counts, but send other counts to the Jury
‘for a verdict. |

He gave the defendants time to consult with thelr
attorneys' on whether they wanted to have him follow
that course or rule on the dismissal motion.. :

After a moment, chief defense coilinsel ‘Leonard B
Boudin said, “The de[endants do press their motion, based
on the totality of government misconduct.” It was then
‘that Byrne delivered his ruling. }

While scolding the prosecution generally, the judge’
seemed "to indicate that he viewed most seriously the,
revelation on Thursday that Ellsberg had been overheard
‘in late 1969 and early 1970 in a wiretap on the Bethesda,
Md., residence of Morton H. Halperin, then a consultant
to the National Security Council and more recently “ChIEf
~of staff” for the Ellsberg-Russo defense.

“Of greatest significance,” Byrne said, -was the dzs-
covery that the Justice Department and Federal Bureau:
.of Investigation had lost or destroyed records of the
wiretap on Halperin.

Byrne acknowledged durmg lus ruling that the charges
against Ellsberg and Russo “raise serious factual and
legal issues that I would certainly prefer to have litigated
to completion.” Among those issues is. the ‘question of
whether the statutes against conspiracy -and .theft of
government property can be used to punish leal\s of
classified information.

But the judge said that, “The conduct of the Uovernment

.has placed the case in such a posture that 1t precludes
.the fair dispassionate resolution of these issues by a jury.”
! He suggested’ that the disclosures may have provxded
“only a glimpse” of the government's actions against
Ellsberg, but added that. what he had already ]eamed
was “more than disquieting.” .

With a trace of regret and drsappomtment in his voice,.
Byrne said that his responsibilities dealt “solely and,

/

only”. with this case, and that he had no mandate or’
authority to launch a broader probe into the Watergate
affair.

Although pressed repeatedly by Byrne over the past
two. days, chief presecutor David R. Nissen had been-
unable to come up with more details on the wiretap or
the ‘missing records. This afternoon, the Judge sald he
was wxllmg to wait no longer. -

At other times during the past two weeks it had been
‘disclosed that: '

° A burglary squad reporting directly to the thte’
Hou%e broke into the Beverly Hills office of Ellsbergs
psychiatrist, -Dr. Lewis Fielding, as part of a scheme to
determine Ellsberg’s “prosecutability.” -

+ 1@ The Central Intelligence Agency, in possible vxolation
'of its legal authority, provided technical a551stance to
the burglars over a five-week period.

e The entire operation grew out of Pre51dent; Nixon’ s
personal directive for an urgent . mvestu,atmn—-—outsxde
the normal ¢hannels of the FBI—to 1dent1fy the sources.
of leaks of “national security information.”

o Convicted Watergate conspirator E. Howard Hunt
"Jr., a member of that operation, forged two official State
Department cables to implicate the late President Ken-:
‘nedy in the 1963 assassination-of South Vletnam Pre51-
dent Ngo Dinh Diem.

© Byrne was approached in the midst of the Pentagon
Papers trial by former chief White House domestic adviser-
‘John D. Ehrlichman about acceptmg the permanent dxr-
ectorshlp of the FBIL

During a court session this mormng, defense attorneys
for Elisberg and Russo made a concededly half- hearted
argument for dismissal of the case.-

Boudin and Weinglass asserted that. legal precedent
supports a dismissal ‘when- the government has failed to-
.produce the logs and other records of a wiretap. - |

“The government has engaged in an act whose legahty
{it cannot even seek to establish,” Boudin told the judge.’
“The government has destroyed the records or made‘
“them disappear.” :

Referrmg to allegations "that 1ecords of “national' se-
curity” electronic surver]lances were removed from the’
-FBI’s files in 1971, Boudin-said, “It'makes no difference®
‘whether it was the White House, the Justice Department
.or the FBI” which conducted the wiretap that overheard.
Ellsberg—“although, apparently, one was subJect to rob-.
-bery by the other.”

Weinglass contended that once any records of the wire-
tap were produced, the defense. is legally entitled to-
.inspect them and help in the court’s determination of’
-whether the surveillance was related to the case and had*

“tainted” the prosecution evidence. . Y
* On thé contrary, argued chief prosecutor lesen the
_government should have .the opportunity to demonstrate
‘that it had an “independent origin” for all of its evidence, -

But the thrust of defense arguments today ‘was an. ap- -
peal that Byrne not conclude the controversial .case .
“without first mounting a full investigation of the wiretap
rand othér “governmental misconduct” and settling the
‘complex legal issues involved by acqulttmg Elisberg:

and Russo of all charges. '

Weinglass suggested that acting FBI Director William -
Ruckelshaus’s last-minute discovery. of an FBI employee
who remembered that Ellsberg had been overheard in a
‘wiretap was “a White House attempt to divert the court”
from more embarrassing,disclosures. .
. “It is very possible,” he argued, that “this (FBI) agent
is a person assisting the government to get out from a:
very uncomfortable situation.”

Boudin said after the judge's ruling that there was
.great concern in advance that Byrne might restiict him-,
self to the wiretap issue in his dismissal, but he conceded’.
that the ultimate decision was “the very broadest opinion
we could ‘have hoped for.”

His co-counsel, Harvard law school Professor Charles R.
Nesson, added that Byrne “really stuck it to them.”

\
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By John Hanrahan
‘Washington Post Staff Writer

Convicted Watergate con-
spirator James W. McCord
Jr. has sworn that he consid-

ered the Watergaie break-in
and bugging legal because
he had received assurance
that the operation had been
cleared: by then-Attorney
General John N. Mitchell
and then-presidential coun-
sel John W. Dean III.

Had he not been so as-
sured, ., McCord said, “I
would not- have partici-
pated.” The assuranceés, he
said, came early in 1972
from G. Gordon Liddy, then
counsel to the Finance Com-
mittee to. Re-elect the Presi-
dent and later convicted
with McCord in the Water-
gate conspiracy trial.

MeCord said he had deter-
mined that “had the opera-
tions been clearly illegal, he
(Mitchell) being the top gov-
ernment lawyer and Mr.
Dean being the top govern-
ment lawyer within the
White House . . . would have
turned them (the plans)
down: at the first meeting,
which was not done accord-
ing to Mr. Liddy.”

McCord’s statements came
in a wide-ranging, 383-page
deposition given April 30
and*May 1 in connection
with civil suits that grew
out of the Watergate break-
in last June. The deposition
was made public late Thurs-
day.
© Much of the information
in the deposition had been
previously reported but at-
tributed to sdurces who
knew of McCord’s /testi-
mony. In the depositio'n, Me-
Cord provides many addi-
‘tional details and publicly
sheds light on what he de-
scribes as his own motives
in 30mmg the Watergate
break-in gang and for finally
deciding to cooperate with
the government to implicate
former high White House
and administration officials.

As previously
most of the information

linking Mitchell, Dean and

others to the Watergate bug-
ging came second-hand from
Liddy, McCord said.
MecCord also explained
further the points he made
in a letter to Judge John J.
Sirica of the U.S. District
.Court in March when Mec-

Cord. agreed to cooperate.

‘with the continuing Water-
gate investigation.

In his deposition, McCord
‘states, among other things,
that:

eMitchell ~ provided the
impetus for the second

Watergate break-in at which,

the arrests were made June
17. Mitchell, according to

reported, .

¥ Liddy, was impressed by the

photographed documents”
that resulted from the first.
Watergate break-in during
which the phone bugs were
planted on Memorial Day
weekend, and “desired a sec-
ond entry operation to do
more photographic work” in
Democratic National- Com-
mittee headquarters. ’

®Mitchell, according to
Liddy, also wanted informa-
tion of a “blackmail nature”.
that supposedly was in the
possession of Hank Green-
. spun, publisher of the Las
Vegas Sun, for use against’
‘presidential candidate Sen.
Edmund Muskie (D-Maine).
Plans were made, but never,
carried out, to break into
Greenspun’s office and pho-
tograph the alleged. docu-
ments. (Greenspun could
‘not be reached for com-

.ment).

-eJeb Stuart Magruder,
former deputy campaign di-
rector under Mitchell at the
Committee for the Re-elec-
tion of the President, lied in
his testimony at the Water-.
gate trial in January when
he said he had no advance
knowledge of the Watergate
bugging. McCord told the
grand jury last month that.
Liddy. told him Mitchell,
Dean and Magruder all had
advance knowledge.

In earlier testimony be-
fore the grand jury, McCord
had said that unnamed offi-
cials at the Committee for
1he Re-clection of the Tresl.
dent had tried to pressure
fellow Watergate conspira-
tor E.-Howard Hunt to say
that the break-in and bug-
ging had been a CIA opera-
tion. McCord, in his.depo-
sition, reiterated his earlier:
demal that the CIA was m-
volved.

In a more recent private
memorandum to the Senate
select committee that is in-
vestigating the Watergate
affair and related political
espionage, McCord said his
own attorney, Gerald Aleh,
had tired to pressure him to
say the bugging was a CIA
operation. No mention , of
this is made in ‘rhe depo-
sition.

Alch yesterday said he
was withdrawing as Me-
Cmd’s attorney. He denied
puttm" any pressure on Mc-
Cord. and said he had’

‘merely asked McCord
whether there was any CIA
invelvement.
. Alch said McCord did not’
at first deny CIA involve-
ment in the Watergate bug:
ging, so he asked McCord
about it again a few days
later in late December. At
.that second meeting, he
said, McCord vigorously de-
nied CIA involvement. .

A&
_ Approved For Release 2001/08/07 : CIA-RDP77-00432

In his deposition, McCord
-explained why he had spe-
cifically said in his letter to
Judge Sirica that the Water-
gate break-in and bugging
was not a CIA operation.

He, said he specifically
mentioned this because of

initial pressures on Hunt

to use as a defense that
the bugging was done for
the CIA. Also, he said, he
wanted to correct certain
newspaper stories that had
indicated it might have been
a CIA operation because of
the anti-Castro background
of some participants.

) In his memo to the select
committee, McCord said
‘that to describe the Water-
gate operation as a CIA proj-
ect “would have had the
effect of clearing the Com-
mittee for the Re-election
of the President ang the
White House of respounsibil-
ity for the operation.”

He said that some of the
Cuban defendants, particu-
larly Bernard L. Barker, had
heard that Cuban money
possibly was coming into
the Democratic National
Committee “and therefore
he inferred some national
interest in the operation.”
But, McCord said, he never

heard any of the defendants’

say they thought they were
working for the CTA,

Instead, he sald, the other
defcndants referred to it as
a “Mitchell operation.”

McCord said his refer-

ences to perjury in his let-
ter to Sirica referred only to
Magruder. McCord said he
and Liddy sat next to each
other at the defense table
at the trial and that both
said to each other, “that
man (Magruder) is perjur-
ing himself.”

» Magruder’s testimony was
especially significant, Mec-
Cord said, because it indi-
cated “that Mr. Liddy was
the beginning and the end
of the case itself, that he fi-
nanced it, that he was the

director, that no one higher-

up than 1 Mr. Liddy was in-
volved in the case
that he ran it and that in ef-
fect he was the total pack-
age. i

Magruder said this, Mec-
Cord said, even thouf’h he
—personally had advance
knowledge of the bugging-
and “had knowledge ... of
‘the superiors in_the case be-
yond Mr. Liddy.”

Asked in the deposition-
why he had decided to tell
all he knew about the
Watergate operation after
the trial, McCord said the
decision “involved a large

itself, .

MeCord Felt Mai@h@% Made
Bugging i@gal

number of elements that I
wouldn’t be able to enumer-
ate at this point. .

, But, he said, some of the’

factors had to do with “my

conclusion as to what was:

best for me personally and
‘best for my family, and ...

‘best for the country at this
poirt in time in terms of

stating what the truth of the

entire matter was as op-

.posed to what appeared to
+be the truth that had ap-

pecared up to that point in
time.”
Asked about the portion

in which McCord expressed

[

“of his letter to Judge Sirica’

concern over possible retali--

ation “against me, my fam-
ily and my friends” for de-
ciding .to tell all he knew,
about Watergate, McCord
said:

“I worked in law enforce-,

ment for-a large number of.
yvears and I know what can
happen in terms of retalia-

tion, whether we are speak-’

ing of physical retribution
or whether we are talking
about retribution in a .wide
variety of forms which the
government or others can
‘bring upon an individual,
his friends, or his family,
which can
family fortunes and friend-
ships and the reputations of
innocent pcople who are not
involved other than Lo ho
my fricods or family.”

Also, he said, he was con-
cerned he might be “stabbed
or killed” in prison.

McCord, former. security
coordmator for the re-elee-,
tion committee, said Liddy '
recruited him for the Water-
gate break-in and buggmg
team in early 1972,

'He said Liddy had a
budget approved by Mite-
hell, of more than $225,000

for the job and that Mit-

chell, according to Liddy,
had urged in mid-April that
the operation get under way
within 30 days.

MecCord said he and Hunt
paid several visits to the
Watergate before the Memo-
rial Day weekend break-in.
The decision to-go back a
second time was made after
Mitchell said he wanted
more photographed docu-
ments.

Also, McCord said, one of
the bugs placed on the tele-
phone of Democratic Na-

wreck careers,.

tional Chairman Lawrence

O'Brien was not properly
transmitting and Liddy
wanted to correct that.
McCord said he thought
that the bugging operation
was legal because Liddy
told him Mitchell, as attor-

riey general had authority’

on his own signature to au-
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thorize wiretapping either
for domestic security or na-
tional security purposes.
(The ! Supreme Court last
vear ‘ruled domestic wite-
taps illegal without prior
court approval.) . R
". Mitchell, according to
Liddy, \later received writ-
ten reports on conversations
monitored at Democratic
headquarters, McCord said.
McCord said® Liddy’s secre-
tary, Sally Jackson Har-
mony, also knew about the
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.presidential

plans. In an earlier depos-
ition, Mrs. Harmony said
she had typed up the logs
from the bugged conversa-
tions, but didn’t realize what
they were until after the
Watergate arrests.

McCord recounted previ-
ously reported testimony
that Hunt and his late wife,
Dorothy Hunt, had tried to
persuade him to plead
guilty, keep quiet and get
clemency -

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100160001-9

‘within a year or so, plus

payments for his family
‘while he was in prison.

In all, McCord said, he re--.
ceived $46,000 for legal fees
and continuation of salary
by the re-election committee
from Mrs. Hunt, who served
as an intermediary. Also, he
said, he used for legal fees

$18,000. left over from the
$76,000 Liddy had given him
to purchase equipment for
the Watergate operation.

In addition to the Green-

spun plan that was never
carried through, McCord
said two attempts to get in-
side the headquarters. of
presidential candidate Sen.
George McGovern (DSD)A
failed. .

At one point, McCord
.said, he also rented an of-
fice next to the D.C. head-
quarters of presidential can-
didate Muskie for possible
use in some activity against.
Muskxe, but nothing came of :
it.” -

CIA @z‘%ﬁzcmi F @5@ /ﬁ@d@ S p@iae for Nixon

By Laurence Stern

‘Washington Post Staff Writer

Gen. Robert H. Cushman
Jr. said.yesterday he as-
sumed it was on President
Nixon’s behalf that former
White House aide ohn D.
Ehrlichman asked jhim to .
give Central Int lhgence
Agency undercovel assist-

ance to Watergate conspira- |

tor E. Howard Hunt.

The CIA paraphernalia—
cameras, hidden tape re-
corders and wxgs—was later ;
.used by HuAt in the. bur-
glary of Pentagon Papers -
defendant Daniel Ellsberg’s
psychiatrist, Dr. Lewis
Fielding of. Beverly Hills, .
in September, 1971. >

Cushman, who was the
CIA’s deputy director at the:
time, said. that when Ehrl-
ichman called him and, re-
quested the aid for Hunt, “I -
knew that he . .. spoke with
the authority of the Presi-
dent’s name.”

“I had known Mr. Ehrlich-
man for a good 10 to 12
years and respected him'
highly as a man of complete
honesty and devotion to”

“duty,” the four-star Marine
,general said of the former,

- intelligence sources and me
thods.

believe any reasonable man
would have reached, namely

that Howard Hunt had been"
hired by the White House to.

act in 'the security field and
that the Central Intelligence

Agency was being ordered’

‘o assist him,” Cushman as-
serted.

OQutgoing CIA ,direcfor

James R. Schelesinger has

,condemed the assistance to_

Hunt, provided before he as-
sumed control of the agency

from Richard M. Helms, as
“i1l-advised.”

Immediate senatorial re-’
“action was that although the
CIA assistance to Hunt was -
improper, the fault lay with ,

Ehrlichman, '‘who resigned
‘under fire two weeks ago

from his job as President -

Nixon’s domestic counselor.

“When a man is in the.

position of Ehrlichman, the

first deputy to the com-.

mander-in-chief,” said Sen.

Stuart Symington (D-Mo.),~

acting Armed Services Com-
smittee chairman, “there are

not many military _officers

“From these facts, I then_
drew the conclusion which I-.

on White House orders he
-was not to reveal the nature
and scope of this.interview
'nor the fact that he worked
for the White House.

“He did assure me, how-

.ever, that he was working to

.a good purpose in the inter-

ests of the country.”

After the spy gear was is-
sued to Hunt by the CIA's.
Techmcal Services Division, "

.Cushman reported the mat-

ter to then director Helms,
according to his affidavit.

' The decision to cut off the :
-aid came, he said, because.

“Mr. Hunt was. becommg
more and more unreasona-
ble and demanding and was
attempting to go far beyond

WASHINGTON POST
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the scope of the original in-
structions which I had given
and which related to his’
statement that he had a one-,
time interview- operanon to.
conduct RN

*. He ordered all relatmn—
sths with Hunt -discontin-!
uved, Cushman related, and-

informed Ehrlichman on Au-i

gust 27, 1971, that the assist-!
ance could be construed-as
improper for the CIA. ,
~“I also advised _him’
(Ehrlichman) that in’ my
-opinion Mr. Hunt: was. of.

‘questionable judgment. He

should know better than to
ask for such support,” Cush-.
man asserted. “Therefore, I
made this recommendation
to Mr. Ehrlichman for him
to do' with as he deemed’

' proper.”

Y@am ,Not Hunt, S@u«rhﬁ
Papers, Penta«mn Says

Asgoolated Press

APentagon spokesman re- President John F. Kennedy

'versed himself yesterday and - was linked to the assassina..
v v tlon of South -Vietnamese -

.who would not jump.”
Under the CIA’s charter,-
the National Security Act of

:Presidential aide. ,
+ Cushman, who now serves:

v

" one former

‘as Marine Corps comman-
‘dant, interrupted a Euro-'
pean tour to present his tes-
“timony to a Senate Appro-
" priations Subcommittee on
“intelligence. N ‘
" “Afterward, subcommitlce
“chairman John L. McClellan,
"(D-Ark.) commenied to’
-newsmen: “I don’t think he

1947, the CIA is proscribed
from dealing with any inter-
nal security matters: That is
the province of the FBL
Cushman said that when
ITunt called upon
July 22, 1074, he “stated that
he had a very sensitive one-
;time interview that the
Wluto House wanted him to

him on .

;. substituted

White House aide for an- .
, ‘other as the man who unsuc- -
" cessfully sought access at

_President Ngo Dinh Diem
- 1n 1963.

_ Friedheim sald another
Watergate conspirator, G.

“ the Defense - Department to © Gordon Liddy, also made a:

v ' secret Pentagon Papers in

- the fall of 1971,

J“ It was David Young; a re-
“slgned member of the Na-
. tional Security Councll staff

personal visit to Pentagon
- counsel J. Fred Buzhardt,

and was also turned down in
his request for a peek at ge«
cret Vietnam-to Washington

(Cushman) would do it
-again.” )

/'at the White House, and not communlcntions.
; convicted Watergate conspir- © ~ Blaming the error on in-.
. ‘ator E. Howard Hilnt, who ' complet¢ memories of Pen-
<. personally wanted a look at 'tagon officials, . Friedheim
i 'the documents, spokesman , said, “We are not perfect.”

hold with a person whaose ide-
ology he ‘was not sure of and
~ Cushman gave thxs expla- . that” he dare not reveal his,
how . a White Hufit's, true identity.” -

lorL, He noted that “it must be

‘nation of
"House call in July,

triggered immediate and ex-.-
cooperation
J

raordinary

from the CIA.
' “Ehrlichman had been
named within the White
‘House. as the man in charge -
of stopping security leaks
‘and over-hauling the secu-
rity regulations. The .Cen-
‘tral Intelligence Agency is.
.charged , with safeguarding

recalled that Mr. Howard
Hunt was a highly respected
and honorably retired CIA
employee of 20 years’ serv-
ice.”

‘Nonetheless, said Cusman,
White House wanted him to
“I was not able to elicit any"
details of the interview
which he stated that he had

to conduct and he said tha

_Jerry W. Friedheim said. .
While Young was turned

down at the Pentagon, he ar-
romhb’

ronged for Hunt 1o
" througly enhles at the Btale
i Department.: Hunt hos sald .

In grand Jury testimony

t that in 1871 ho pirepared two
i pliony: ciron  indleating -

Friedhelm said the White
House ‘aides were turned
down heenuse of a standing
*Defonsa Departtiont poliey
“reguiring that any requoest .
for Informailon for govern..
ment - investigations come
from the Justica Departs
-ment.... 1t

PN S

15
Approved For Release 2001/08 07 CIA-RDP77 00432R000100160001-9




Approved For Release 2001/08/07 :

WASHINGTON POS’I‘
12 May 1973

Gray, Tells Probers
‘He AE@H@& Nixon

‘About Aides in 7 Z‘

By Carl Bernstein and Bob Woodward-
! Washingtcn Post 8taff Writers

Former acting FBI director L. Patrick Gray III has !
told Senate investigators that, in July, 1972, he in- .
formed President Nixoa that he was “confused” by
the role of White House aides in the Watergate in- .
vestigation and that their actions could lead to trouble .

for Mr. Nixon.

" The President,
to Gray, rcplied only that
Gray should continue to
“go ahead and do your job.”
Gray also said that Mr. Nix-
on did not seek to learn
more from Gray about the

misgivings of the then-
acting FBI director.

On Thursday, Gray met
/with Senate investigators
-and provided them with his
account of a telephone con-
versation. on July 6, 1972,
with the President. I‘lve dnf'
ferent Senate sources pro-
vided almost identical ac-
counts of Gray’s statemcntis
about aspects of the Water-
gate investigation, includ-
ing the conversation with,
Mr. Nixon.

According to the sources;
Gray said that he began gat-
ting “confused” about the,.
Watergate investigation® on
June 28, 11 days after the
bugging of Democratic head-
‘quarters was discovered.

Gray, the sources sa.d,
had scheduled a meeting,
between CIA and FBI offi-
-cials for thal date because
FBI agents were suspicious-
‘of CIA involvement in the
bugging.

However, presidential as-
'sistant John D. Ehrlichman
told Gray that morning that
Gray could not hold the
‘meeting and ordered him to
cancel it, Senate sources
'said Gray told them.

" The conversation with
Ehrlichman, the sources
said, occurrcd on the same
day that Ihrlichman and

according

‘presidential counsel John W.~

Dean reportedly handed the
acting FBI director two {file

folders belonging to one of.

the Watergate conspirators
and told Gray: “These should
never see the light of day.”
Gray told the Senate in-
vestigators that on July 5-
he telephoned Clark Mac-
Gregor, then President Nix-
on’s campaign manager, and
urged Macgregor t{o tell
Mr. Nixon of ithe unusial
behavior of Ehrlichman :nd
other presidential aides.
Gray, the sources said, Je-
¢ided to call MacGregor af-

ter discussing Ehrlichman’s
action with a high CIA offi-

‘ cial. Gray and the CIA offi-

cial “both decided they
should try to tell some high-
er authority that the FBI
and CIA were being dam-
aged in their respective mis-
sions because of this White
House interference by Ehr-

lichman,” one of the sources,

said. “They were concerned

‘because somebody outside

their organizations was call-
ing the shots.” :
Within 30 minutes after

italking to MacGregor, Gray

told the investigators, he re-

ceived a telephone call from-

Mr. Nixon, who opened the

conversation by congr atulat- -
ring Gray on his handlmg of

an airplane hijacking.
Then, Gray

appeared to be CIA involve-
ment in the bugging and by
certain actions he had been

asked to take by pleSIden-

tial aides.

According to the sources,,
Gray told investigators- he.

did not mention any'specif-_

ic names or instances to the
President, and told him only
that he could

do.

~One of the sources said’
Gray told the President that’
particularly con-
cerned with “White House:

he was

involvement” in making m-
vestigative decisions nor-
mally reserved for the FBI
and quoted Gray as telling
Mr., Nixon: “It could wound
you.”
said, quotvd the President
as replying:
'your vigorous investigation,”
at which point the conversa-
tion ended.

Another source who has
talked with Gray aboutl the
Watergate said that Gray’s
testimony to the Senate in-
vestigators shows “more and
more incidents” that indi-
cated that the orders from
the White House
conceal and not get to the fi-
nal bottom.”

The sources agreed that

““cover-up” -
:House. -

reportedly
\said; he told Mr. Nixon that.
he was “confused” by what "

not undel-;.
stand some of the things he
(Gray) was being asked to»

‘that members of my
;ministration

Gray, the same source

SKeep up with

“‘were to-
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‘Gray said he has no -evi-
dence that the President had.

knowledge of a White House
cover-up of the Watergate
investigation.

- Some news accounts last-

night reported .that Gray,

‘had in his appearance be-

fore Senate investigators,
said that he had explicitly
told Presidént Nixon that
White House aides were
trying to “impede” the in-
vestigation and warned of a
by the White

However, The ‘Post’s
sources said that Gray did
not point to any cover-up.

In a statement issued Mon-
day and personally approved'
by the President, the White

" House denied specifically that’

Mr. Nixon had participated in
any activities to cover up the
Watergate bugging case.
Deputy press secretary Ger-
ald L. Warren said in Key
Biscayne, Fla., that “any sug-
gestmn that the President par-_
ticipated in any cover-up ac-
tivity or activities is untrue.”
On Tuesday, press secretary
Ronald L. Ziegler was told
that the Warren statement

did not deny “awareness” by’

Mr. Nixon of a cover-up.
Ziegler

‘original statement “was not

drawn fo make a distinction

between partxclpatmn -and

awareness.’

- On Monday Wauen had

becen asked whether his
statement was sub;ect to
being declaxed “inopera-
tive,” as Ziegler - had de-
scribed earlier White House
statements about the Water-
gate case.

Warren replied: “That was
different . . . this came from
the Presxdent i

In his April 30 speech, Mr
Nixon said that he had re-
mained . convinced  until
March of this year that the
charges of involvement by
members ' of the White
House staff were false, and
the denials true.

After setting in motion an
investigation - immediately
after the break-iu, Mr. Nixon,
said, he “repeatedly asked
those who conducted the in-
vestigation whether ‘thers
‘was any reason .to believe '
ad-
were. in any
way involved,

“I received repeated assur-
ances there were not,” he:

said.

Mr. Nixon said Lhat he dis-

ceounted press reports that

appeared to implicate offi-
cials ol the administration

‘or of his re-election commit-

+tee because of the reassur-
-ances he received, because
he believed the 1ep01ts he
‘was getting and because he
had faith in those who gave
them.

It was not until March, he
said, that “new infor matlon”
persuaded him of a real
possibility that some of the
charges were true, and that

replied that the :

stroyed

-the

- “there had becn an effort to’
conceal the facts, both from’
the public ... and from me.”,

As a result, he said, he’
took re sponsibility .on
Mareh 21, for “coordmatmg
.intensive new inquiries mto‘
the matter.” - :

In a telephone mtelvww
last night, MacGregor, the
former Nixon campaign
.manager, said that on July
‘8 he received a late-night
-call from Gray who warned
him that there is “more to
the Watergate than you
know.”

MacGregor quoted Gray:
-as saying, “I wonder if you
realize how serious Water-
gate is/’ MacGregor added:"
“He .(Gray) was obviously
very agitated about some-
‘thing and said the Water-
gate was terribly serious and"
at times was somewhat ir-
_rational . ... he ‘wanted to-
know when I would be back
”from Los Angeles.” ’
. MacGregor said that- the
conversation lasted: from
five to eight minutes and
*Gray- repeated himself sev-’
eral times. After relurning,

) to Washington, MacGregor.
ssaid that Gray ncver called

‘him again to discuss the sub-.
jeet.

“1 Ingured if the acting di-,
‘rector cf the FBI had some-:
‘thing to say ‘he 'would have:
called me, so I never called.
‘him,” MacGregor said.

+ Gray was named acting'
FBI director on May 3,
~1972, following the death of
g Edger Hoover, but Presis,
‘dent Nixon did not formally

, nominate him for permanent

director until Feb. 17, al
'most three weeks after the
‘completion of the trial of
the seven original Watcr-
gate defendants.

Gray’s confirmation hear-
ings before the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee in March:

became question-and-answer
sessions on the Watergate:
probe and on April 5, Gray',
asked DPresident Nixon to
withdraw his nomination be-:
ccause it was clear that he.
would not be confirmed.
' The President * withdrew
the nomination and named’
former Environmental Pro-
tection Agency chief Wil
liam Ruckelshaus as tempo-
rary FBI director.

Ruckelshaus was; appoint-
‘ed at 5 p.m. on Apu] 217.
Gray, who had been staying”
on long .enough to permit
nomination and confirma-
tion of a new director, had
resigned suddenly at 2:30
p.m. that day.

The resignation came
amid reports that Gray de-.
the file - folders
Ehrlichman and Decan were
said -to have given him with’
comment . that they
should never see the hgh;

‘of day.

It was reported on Apul

27 that the documents in-

cluded phony State Depart-
ment cables -fabricated by
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THE GUARDIAN MANCHESTER
2 May 1973 .
Walergate conspirator E.
Howard Hunt Jr. to impli-
cale the late President John .
If. Kennedy in the 1963 poli- § .
{xr_catl assassination of South ;  How much of the truth has Mr Nixon told ?
Dinh Diose President Ngo mpat is now the central question of the whole
Gray was aldo said by Watergate scandal—in justice, in 'politics, in the
sources to have destroyed ¢redibility of American institutions, and in the
255:3531“ (‘nthastenHuE:i wl;;g effectiveness of United States diplomacy.. There
M. Kennedy (D-Mass) and ‘¢an be no certain answer yet. There can even be .

his auto accident at Chap- N0 certainty yet that a thorough, impartial, and
paquiddick in 1969.
The documents were said President has -compounded earlier errors of
| ; : pour ear )
‘g"unllﬁsve Bsgélutitséen off;;)él; %udi.gt;ment byA%?egatxﬁ mveTbxl%{ah%r]llpft t?{f iﬁaér
irted xeeu ) 463 1o his new- Attorney-General, Mr Elliot Richard-
bﬁ}é‘}}‘“{% séﬁﬁv before being ‘sop The reasons which impelled Mr Kleindienst
g‘%urceq said at first that 1o resign .as Attorney—that he was “a close’
b S Sa { . ;. s + »
'Gray kept them in his apart- Personal’ and professional associate” of others
ment closct for nearly a iwolved in Watergate—apply equally to -the
week. then destroyed them President. Did,not Mr Nixon, as recently as
by tearing them up. and Easter weekend, telephone Mr John Dean to
throwing them in a “burn assure him that “you- are still counsel to the
bag” in his office. Such bags President” ? Mr Dean has now been thrown to
are routinely destroyed at the wolves, Yet did he not rank'as.a close
the FBI Dby security per- aesociate ? .

‘sonnel. L
smGI;f;, told the Ervin com- | Mr Nixon has also felt it necessary to allow
mittee that he did not destroy two.of. his closest aides, Mr Haldeman and Mr
the documents until the -Ehrlichman, to resign—though in their cases
Christmas period, sources said Wwithout implication of guilt, ‘He ought to have
last night. ] . acknowledged that this disqualified him, as their
Meanwhile, Gray’s lawyer, -chief, from taking any further part in the inves- "
Stephen H. Sachs, said last tigation of Watergate. The personal integrity of -
night that Gray met with Mr Richardson is not questioned. But if the,
,prosecutors yesterday,- and President wishes to let justice be seen to be
-with personnel from the se- gone, a member of his own Administration is
ﬁ;thtco,mm“tee on Thursday pot the right man to choose, and .even the
: : . s ... appointment by Mr Richardson of a “special
if;“.?}fﬂf; ﬁ:dﬁiﬁl&if&e”sgﬁg :supervising prosecutor” 1s not enough. It is now
“has not sought, nor been the White House,'the Administration, and the
‘granted, immunity.” President himself who are under suspicion, and
Sachs would not discuss any: if he hopes for that suspicion finally o be dis-
of Gray’s testimony. He said persed_, Mr Nixon should appoint an 1qdependent
he -expected that Gray would investigator or prosecutor, vyholly outside govern-
testify before the grand jury, ment or politics. Better still, he should get the
"but that no date has heen sef. - Chief Justice to find such a man. ‘
Chna news eonference in I this appeard to ask too much of the Presis .
Han ")"“““"“'C" yesterday, dont, one must point to the effect this tragic,:
}ég’lf)lgxlld “3:5‘02‘:ggr£5; long drawn-out scandal has had even among
st question the President ;nomm.al Nxxon supfporters‘ Senator Ohﬁrles Percy,
personally about the Water- the I.U"IﬂO-l’S Repub’hcgn, Qeclares that “ the whole
gate -affair if the Justice De. - story is not out, and it will get worse, not better.”
partment fails to do so. .That, quite brutally, is what friends of America
“The President has said he . 1€ar and its enemies hope. At best, Mr Nixon
has nothing to hide Mc- has already been shown to be a bad picker of
Closkey told a news confer- , men, credulous about what they tell him, stubborn
ence in San Francisco, ac- about what his critics say, and—in his broadcast— *
cording to the Associated still too much of a political cheapjack in trying
Press. McCloskey noted that to disperse the stench of corruption by the sweet
the House is “constitulion- -smell of  international diplomatic success. At
ally the only body that can 'worst, he will be shown to be a liar; and if that
impcach a President. _ happens both the Presidency and the profession
R é\gsg{i‘g];fwao ac.]:‘;ﬁ‘:";zg of politics-will bear another grievous scar.
Mr. Nixon for the GOP- In urging that the Watergate inquiry must
‘nomination last year. be pursued as rigorously as that, Mr Nixon's
' critics must avoid the alternative sins—of witch-
»hunting, of McCarthyism, of tainting the innocent
- with a political prejudice that is blind to justice.
l:Le’c it be admitted: to people in Britain, the
. murkier aspects of United States politics and
.electioneering are in a world apart. - Without

scunding holier-than-thou, can anyone concejve

17

fearless investigation is to take place. The !

The stench of Watergate

| the fund-raising methods that are folerated i
America being acceptable here? Can anyone

conceive that the conjunction of patronage and
the legal system would be tolerated ? Those of

"us who belabour the Nixon Administration now|

would do well to remember that he, and not
John Kennedy, might have become President in
1960 had it not .been that the odd elactoral
methods of Cook County took Illinois' into the
Democrat column and Kennedy into the White
House. M Nixon is not the man to sdy. it

-and this is not the time for him to say it, but

the methods of American electioneering do need
a thorough spring-cleaning. As for the.law, one

. of the minor sidelights of Watergate which

emerged yesterday was fhe admission by the
judge in the Pentagon Papers tnial that he met
Mr Ehrlichman on March 31 and April 2 to dis-
cuss taking another post, reported to be that of,

“head of the FBI. Mr Ehrlichman deserved to

be sacked for that indiscretion alone. \
Why has the President been so insepsitive ?

 The simple answer is to regard him as a wicked

or stupid man. That seems too simple. Mr Nixon
is the product of a remarkable political career,|
the turning points of which were his defeats in]
1960 and for the Governorship of California two’
years later.. From those he emerged as a political
lone-wolf, with a deep paranoia about the media,

~and a neardimitless loyalty to. the few political

friends—his enemies would say cronies—who
stood by him. The limits of that loyalty have now:
been reached, and the most important political’
question is in which direction Mr Nixon turns
now, assuming that further scandal does not ruin.
him. | : :

. For Watergate has illuminated a fatal flaw.
in his method of operating. An arrogant White

"House and a distant Congress may just work
., while all goes well (though even then the dangers

of a foreign policy conceived by two men alone
are somowhat frightening). When things go wrong,
the President has no protection from the f[aulls
of his advisers, the hostility of the Congress -
and even of his own party within that Congress'
~—and the hatred of the press. For if an
unsympathetic and sometimes cruel press in the
past has made a bitter President, the reverse is
also true. Even if no more mud sticks to him,
Mr Nixon will have to let bygones be bygones
and practise politics in’'a way that shows more
respect for the Legislature and for the media’s
right to examine his policies. ' .

And what of the world? Mr Nixon’s
effectiveness in foreign policy will certainly be
impaired, at least for a time, The Soviet Union
and China need scarcely sniff, for no one even
knows what lay behind the recent restructuring
in the Kremlin or the disappearance of Chairman
Mao’s: “ closest comrade-in-arms,” Lin Piao. But
it is not the most auspicious time to pursue Dr
Kissinger’s fruitful suggestion for a new Atlantic
Charter. Mr Nixon would be wise to let the dust
settle a bit—assuming that he believes it will
eventually settle. This is a sad consequence of
Watergate. Mr Nixon's foreign policies have had
much success, notably with China and Russia,
but a pause is now inevitable.. !
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WASHINGTON STAR
12 May 1973

BYJEREMIAH O'LEARY
Su‘\r-News Staff Writer
Form“er Presidential
aide John D. Ehrlichman-
has been accused by two

Democratic senators of :

committing ‘‘illegal and
unethical” acts in request-
ing Gen. Robert E. Cush--
man Jr. to provide CIA
technical assistance for E. ;
Howard Hunt Jr. for a°

domestic security opera- -

tion.
The charges were lev-
eled at Ehrlichman yester-

day by Sens. Stuart Sy-*

mington of Missouri and
Henry Jackson of Wash-
ington after Cushman tes-
tified on his connection
with Hunt before a closed
session of a Senate Armed
Services subcommittee.

Cushman appeared be-
fore three separate sub-
committees of Congress
yesterday and is sched-
uled for additional appear-
ances today and Monday.

Cushman, now the com-

mandant of the Marine -

Corps, presented a sworn
affidavit to all three sub-
committees dealing with
the circumstances under
which he approved CIA
technical assistance for
Hunt in 1971 to do an un-
specified .‘‘interview’’
connected with national
security.

- After Cushman’s affida-
vit and intensive question-
.ing of him by the Senate

1

ﬂéﬁ@a

Armed Services subcom-
.mittee late yesterday,
there were indications that
‘the legislators were hold-

[ing Cushman blameless

for complying with what

‘he regarded as White’
House order's to help Hunt. ‘

SYMINGTON told re-

"porters the subcommittee
“would question Cushman

again at 10 a.m. Monday
but declared on the basis
of what the commandant
had already revealed ‘I
~could not criticize Gen.
Cushman for the actions

he took in the beginning-
"and what he did later.”

Cushman'’s sworn affida-

vit said that Ehrlichman-

called him at the CIA on
July 7, 1971, and told him

.Hunt was a White House

‘‘bona fide’’ employe as-
sigried to security matters.
Hunt, according to the

Ehrlichman phone call,
would come to Cushman
and ‘‘request assistance
which Mr. Ehrlichman
requested that I give.”’
Cushman said he. knew
Ehrlichrnan was one of
President Nixon’s three
chiefs of staff and ‘‘that he,
spoke with the authority of
the President’s name.”’
Cushman said he drew the
coriclusion that Hunt had

"been hired by the White

House to act in the securi-

m@l

- ty field and that CIA was

being ordered to assist
him.

Hunt came to see Cush-
man on July 22, 1971, and
said he had'a ‘‘very sensi-
tive one-time interview

that the White House’

wanted him to hold with a
person whose ideology hé
was not sure of and that he
dare not reveal his,
Hunt’s, true identity.'”
When Hunt asked for false
papers and disguises for
his mission, Cushman said
he ordered ClA’s Techni-
.cal Services Division to

'provide them.

“I WAS NOT able to
elicit any details of the
interview which he stated
he had to conduct and he
said that on White House
orders he was not to re-
veal the nature and scope
of this interview,” Cush-
man said.

Congressman told re-
porters that Cushman tes-

tified he did not learn the’

nature' of Hunt’s mission
or the fact that it involved
an American within the
United States until he read
of the robbery of
Ellsberg’s psychiatrist in
recent weeks.

Sen. Jackson said Cush-
man violated no law be-
cause he did not know the
purpose for which Hunt

wanted the espionage:
equipment from the CIA.
But Ehrlichman violated |

"the 1947 Security Act by’

requesting Cushman’s!

help for Hunt, Jackson |

said. That law, he added, °
bars the CIA from under- ;
taking any activity thhm
the U.S.

CUSHMAN SAID it was !
in late August 1971 that he
was advised by CIA mem--
bers that Hunt was becom-.
ing unreasonable and
demanding, far beyond the
scope of the original in-’
structions. He ‘said he-
immediately stopped all’
relationships with Hunt
and called Ehrlichman on’
Aug. 27, 1971, to tell him he
could no longer help Hunt*
or have anything further’
to do with him. .

Cushman acknowledged
that he did not use normal
caution in dealing with
Hunt because of the Ehr-,
lichman endorsement of
the ex-CIA agent. And he

.told a Senate Appropria-
tions subcommittee he
would not be likely to go
along with a similar case
‘another time. Cushman
told members of the House
Armed Services subcom-
mittee the Ehrlichman
request was not routine
but rather was the only
+such case he had ever
encountered while at CIA.

THE.WASHINGTON POST  Saturday, May 5, 1973

'H‘Iin@ Waskh rington Merry-ﬁ%@-mmumﬂ B

Kissinger Fears Effect of Watergate

quxck to sense that the Presi-:
dent is slipping, that he is los-
ing his authority’ to commit
the United States.

This coincides with a shake-
up inside the Kremlin, which
strengthens Brezhnev. He sud-
denly is stronger and the Pres-
ident weaker for their next
face-to-face confrontation in

He also made a triumphant'
stop in Warsaw on his way)
home. The Poles have roped
off the room where he ‘signed
a 'Polish-American pact as a
museum’ and have bolted
down the chair in which he
sat. From Moscow to Peking
and Warsaw to Budapest, the
Communist leaders talk only
of cooperation with Richard
Nixon.

They still tend to dismiss
the Watergate scandal as an
internal matter. But insofar as
it weakens the President’s au-
thority, Watergate will' ham-
per his conduct of foreign af-
fairs. At the next summit
meeting, the weight may be on
Brezhnev's side of the table.

. By Jack Anderson

The White House staff is in
a state of shellshock. But no
one Is more distressed over
the Watergate scandal than is
Henry Kissinger. He’s afraid it
will weaken President Nixon
at the same time that Ctair-;
man.Leonid Brezhnev is gain- Washington.
ing strength inside the K_tem The last time they met in
lin. ! Moscow, most of the weight
World leaders have a keen' was on Nixon's side of the bar-
sense of power. The Presicent . | gaining table. Those who have
came out of the 1972 eleciion [had access to the secret ac-
with a landslide victory. This |counts of the summit meeting
not only meant he would be say the President profoundly
President for four more years impressed his hosts. Intourist
but would be in a'strong posi-’ guides still point out .to visi-
tion to. choose his successor, tors the building where Presi- |
He had reached a pinnacle of dent Nixon stayed.
power that made him nore
formidable in foreign affairs.
But now his power has been
eroded by the Watergate scan-
dal. World leaders have been

18
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NEW YORK TIME§
10 May 1973

G.A HEAD ADMITS |

LLADVISED ACT

By MARJORIE HUNTER
Speciat to The New York Times i~

WASHINGTON, May 9—The
héad of the Central Intelligence
Agency said today that the
agency had been “insufficiently
cautious” in providing materials
to 2 White House aide involved
in the burglary of the office of
Dr. Daniel Ellsberg’s former
psychiatrist. ‘

“It was an ill-advised- act,”
said James R. Schlesinger, who
'was named Director of Central
Intelligence earlier this year.

Mr. Schlesinger’s comments
came as he emerged from a
closed hearing being conducted
by a Senate Appropriations sub-
committee inquiring into the
agency's involvement in the
Pentagon papers case, |

In his testimony, made avail-
able later by the subcommittee,
Mr. Schlesinger confirmed earli-:
er reports that the request for.
agency assistance was made in
the summer of 1971 by John D.
Ehrlichman, a key Presidential
‘adviser who resigned just last
lweek. : ‘
Mr. Schlesinger testified that

1

it was Mr. Ehrlichman who
had telephoned Gen. Robert
E. Cushman Jr.,, at that time
deputy director of the C.LA.
and now commandant of
the Marine Corps, requesting
. agency assistance for E. How-
ard Hunt Jr.,, a White House
aide who has confessed taking
part in'the burglary of the
psychiatrist’s office.

Senator John . L. McCleilan,|

Democrat  of Arkansas and
chairman of the Senate "Ap-
propriations Committee and,
the subcommittee investigating
C.LA. involvement, said the
panel “may very well need.
Mr. Ehrlichman’s testimony.” .
Senator McClellan also ‘said
-, the subcommittee believed it
essential to hear .from both
Richard  Helms, now Ambas-
sador to Iran but director of
the agency at-the time of the
burglary, and from General
Cushman. .
General Cushman is sched-
.uled to’ testify Friday before
a Senate Armed Services sub-
committee in thg Pentagon
papers case. ,

Two Officials Idantified

Meanwhile; two high State
Department o_f{’icials were iden-
tified today/as the men who
had authorjzed Hunt to read
and copy :240 highly classified
documents concerning the Viet-
nam war in September, 1971.

A State .Department "spokes-
man said that William Macom-
ber, then: Deputy Under Secre-
tary of State for Management,
and U. Alexis Johnson, Deputy

Under Secretary for Political
Affairs, had .specifically author-

Approy
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LOS ANGELES TINES
11 KAY 1973

Colby--Named CIA Head—Known

for His Heroism Vithout Bravado'

"BY RUDY ABRAMSON
! Yimes Stalf Writer

WASHINGTON — Wil-’

\liam E. Colby, President
Nixon's choice to take
over the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, got his
first experience in intel-
ligence work with the
French resistance behind

the lines in World War II.
He volunteered for Col.

William J. (Wild Bill) Do-

novan's Office of Strategic
Services in 1043 after it
put oul a call for men
fluent in French to para-

chute into occupied’

France to work with the
resistance.

A year later, Colby
volunteered to lead a para-
chute team into enemy-
held northern Norway to
blow up rail lines being
used by the Germans.

* Estecmed by Boss

A quiet,
man little known in Wash-
ington outside the intel-
ligence community, he is
described ay an associate
as "capable of very spec-

tacular things but abso- -
external :

lutely without
bravado.”

He is said to have been
highly regarded by former
CIA Director Richard
Helms, who also began his
intelligence carcer in
World War II as a member
of the OSS. )

After serving a little
more than a year as the
ClA's executive director-
and comptroiler, Colby
was named its deputy di-
rector for operations just

bespectacled .

ized Hunt to review the diplo-
matic cables. Mr. Macomber is
now Ambassador to Turkey.

Charles W. Bray, the spokes-
man for the State Department,
said that the authorization had
been given at the request'ofl
Egil Krogh Jr. and David R.
Young Jr., at that time White
House aides. .,

Both Mr, Krogh and Mr.
Young have been implicated in

' .g¢he break-in at the psychia-

trist’s office. Hunt has testified
that he forged cables aimed atl
linking President Kennedy to
the assassination in 1963 of|
South Victnamese President|
o Dinh Diem. !
Nng. Bray said today that the
White House aides, in asking to
see the classified materials, had
said an investigation was_ be-
ing made into the leaking of the
tagon papers.
Perclr.gBra‘;r gaid that the state.

t s satisfied that,
odFor Reiease 2001/08/07 :

* last month as Helms' suc--

cessor James R. Schlesin-
ger began massive person-
nel changes in the agencv.

Colby takes over the CIA
at a time when it is vul-
nerable to criticism that it
went bevond the bounds
of the National Security
Act by cooperating with
an undercover investiga-
tion of Daniel Ellsberg
and a burglary of the of-
fice of Ellsberg's psychia-
trist in Beverly Hills.

Schlesinger, who was
nominated as the new sec-
retary of defense by Pres-
ident Nixon Thursday,
criticized the agency for
being insufficientlvy  cau-
tious in lending assistance
to two central fizures in
the Watergate ‘scandal—
E. Howard® Hunt and G.
Gordon Liddy.

A White House spokes-
man said Thursday that

Colby is in full accord

with  Schlesinger's  eriti-
. in the matter,

"Colby is in full agree-
ment with Schlesinger's

. determination that the ac-"

. tivities of the agency in
~the future will
- within its charter and he
. intends to proceed directly
cand specifically in that
i way," White House Press
" Secretary Ronald Ziegler
‘said.

A closed-door Senate in- -

vestigation of the matter
was to continue today but
-there was no plan to call
" Colby to testify, .

“\WWhen the CI\ provided
phony identification and
disguises for Hunt and
Liddy before the break-in
at Dr. Lewis Fielding's of-

its response to requests fromj
the White House had been en-
tirely proper. e

In another development to-
day, a Pentagon spokesman,
Jerry W. Friedheim, said the
Defense Department had turned
down Hunt's request for classi-
fied documents connected with
the Pentagon papers in the late
summer of 1971.

Mr. Friedheim said the Hunt
request had been rejected on
the ground that the . request
should have come from the
Justice Department, not " a
White House aide. ‘ )

Mr. Schlesinger testified to-
day in closed session that on
Juig/ 22, 1971, Hunt visited Gens
eral Cushman at the C.I.A. build-
ing, told him he had'been as+
signed “a highly sensitive mis-
sion by the White House to visit’
and elicit information from an’
individual whose ideology he

EiA BB 8034230001601

cism of the agency's role

remain’

fice, Colby was working in!

- the State Department.

Cushman's Role

Sen. John JMcClellan's
Senate subcommittee in-
vestigating the CIA's
assistance to the burglars
and its preparation of a be-
havior profiie on Ellsberg
will hear testimony today
from Gen. Robert F. Cush-
man Jr.,, Marine Corps
commandant. )

Cushman ordered CIA

. officers to cooperate with

Hunt after a telephone re-
quest from John D, Ehr-
lichman, President Nix-
on's domestic affairs advi-
ser who has resigned in
‘the midst of the Water-
gate and Elisberg disclo-
sures.

The general was deputy
director of the CIA at the
time. , )

After World War I,
Colby obtained a law de-
gree from Columbia Uni-
versily and joined a law
firm headed by Col. Dono-
van. He took his first
government position in~
1949 as an attorney for the
National Labor Relations.
Board.

Since then he has served
in staff jobs at U.S. embas-

.sies in Stockholm, Rome

and Saigon.
In 1962, he became chief

of the CIA's Far East divi-
sion. Six years later, he
moved to the State De-
partment's Agency for In-
ternational Development
and was for 215 years the
top official of the U.S. pa-
cification program in
South Vietnam.

* Mr. Schlesinger said that
agency records indicate that in,
the course of the conversation
“Mr. Hunt referred to Mr, Ehr’
ichman by hame and Génera)

ushman acknowledged an ear-
lier c'all from Mr. Ehrlichman to
» B

On July 23, 1971, according,
to Mr. Schlesinger, General,
Cushman directed that the “ap-
propriate technical services” be
given to Hunt, These included,,
he said, a Social Security card,’
driver’s license, several associa-.
tion membership cards, in the:
name of “Edward Joseph War-
ren,” along with a wig, glasses,
and a speech alteration device.

Later, - according to Mr..
Schlesinger, Hunt- was furn-
ished with a tape recorder and
A camera disguised in a tobac-
w puuch and. still later, ob-
tained from the C.I:AA. fo? an,
as;ociate, G. Gordon Liddy. a!
wig andgglasscs and’ alias doc-

60001-
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Sometime later, Mr. Schles-
inger continued, some C.LA. of-
ficials became . “increasingly
concerned” over Hunt’s repeat-
ed requests for assistance. He
said that on Aug. 21, 1971,
General * Cushman telephoned
Mr. Ehrlichman at the White
House and said that further-as-
sistance could not be given and
and that “Mr. Ehrlichman
agreed.”

“Since the end of Auvust
1971, according to Mr. Schles-
inger, the C1A’s technical
seches division has not had
{further association with Hunt
'He noted that break-in.at the
'psychlatnsts office took place
in early September, 1971, /-

v . Gray Got Information

" Mr. Schlesinger testified: that
these events were outlined to
Patrick Gray 3d, at that time
acting director of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, in. July,
1972, and that more detailed
materials were reviewed - by
Attorney General Richard G.
Kleindienst and Assistant - Ats
torney General Henry E. Peter-
sen on Oct. 24, 1972.

Mr. Schlcsmger said that the
C.LLA. “is aware that this ma-
terial was reviewed on 27 Nov,,
1972" by Earl J. Silbert, princi-
pal Assistant United States
Attorney for the District of
Columbia, and that additional
submissions were made to Mr.
Petersen on Dec. 21, 1972.

Mr.. Schlesmger also testified.
that the C.1.A.’s office of Med-;
jcal Services had prepared and
forwarded to the White House,
itwo “indirect personality as-
|sessments” of Dr. Ellsberg, at
the request of Mr..Young.

"This information, ‘he -said,
was not included in that fur-
nished by Justice Departmen:
officials last fall because those
who had prepared the material
had  been . unaware of this
development. )

- Mr: Schle:mger assured the
McCleilan subcommitte - today
that - the C.I.A. had not been
aware of the detail§ of Hunt's
‘activities. involving the burglary
of the psychiatrist’s office..

“The agency’s impression
was that Mr. Hunt was engaged
in an activity jsrelated to identi-
fying -and closing off the
security leaks that’' were SO

much a preoccupation’ of thel

Government at the time,” M.
Schlesinger said.’

Mr. Schlesmger also testified
that the C.IA.s involvement
in preparing a psychological
profile on Dr.- Ellsberg “lies
beyond. the normal activities of
the agency” and said he had
instructed the.staff not to re-

peat such an action.
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Nzxon s Chome to Head fh;} C. I A

- William Egan Colby

Nk
\

By LINDA CHARLTON -
- Special to The New York Times '

L"‘- WASHINGTON, May 0=,

“william Egan Colby, named .

‘.today as the new chief of the
‘Central Intelligence Agency,

is one-of the few profession-
i als to-rise to the top of a
!'major ~Government depart-

ment: He is a career clandes- : . ; C
. ‘the ‘controversial Operation

‘tine operative. . -
- The 53-year-old Mr. Colby S
involvement with.
Man mtelhgence work
in the dates’ 1943,
“.when, respondmg
Newn

to a calb

volunteers. he joined the Of-
 fice of Strategic Services, the -
forerynner of the C.LA., "and:
‘parachuted. - behind “enemy:
lines in France to Jom a Re-‘
‘sistance unit,

* He continued hls 0 S.S.:
‘'service through-‘the rest- of- -
-the war, then took time to.-

‘lumbia University and work
in’ the New York City law"
firm, headed by Maj. Gen.
. 'William S. Donovan, the for- -
mer head of the 0.S.S. He'
joined the C.ILA. in 1950. Ex- :
cept for a brief interval as
deputy and then chief United"
. States adviser to the pacifica-
" tion" program in South Viet-
~nam, Mr. Colby has been with
, the agency ever since.
/ Since March 3, he has been!
the agency’s deputy director
1.of operations; the head of its
!"clandestine services. known
" otherwise as the “Department .
of Dirty Tricks.” He had been
executive - director-controller
1 of the agency since January, .
1972, six months after he re-:
| turned from Saigon, where he.
| had’ succecded Robert W.
l Komer as the director of the
United States phase of the
South Vietnames  Govern-

LONDON TELEGRAPH'
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- U.S. studies

possibility. of:

impeachment *

i By RICHARD BEESTON -
in Washington
SENATOR Barry Goldwater,
;7 Mr Nixon’s old friend,
is among a number of
‘. members, of Congress who
|say that'-.the- President
ishould be 1mpcachcd, if it
.emerged “‘that  he ~
{criminally implicated in the !

.Watergate -scandal. ‘-

! No one wants: to belleve that
Jw Presidont was- invalved, but
suddenly - Amcricans hm/u'
started ‘openly to - discuss " tha
unthinkable ” and- the “constitu.’
tional implications of Watcrgate:

i Under the American Consti-'

tution * the founding fathers.
deliberately made the- President

for "
‘French - speaking

- obtain a law degree from Col- -

- returned to the agency's Mc~'

were:!

; ment's paclf catlon pro: tEram
" ~Mr. Komer, now wi .
" Rand Corporatwn here, de-
scribes Mr. Colby as g’ pro-
fessional’s professxonal—out-
sLandmgly capable.” Tl
Colby’s involvement -
w1th the pacification program
was well-known, particularly .
after . he . testified” - about.

. of

".Phoneix —an antisubsersion
program — before a House ,
subcommittee in the summer
.of 1971. Much less is known
. about. his other assignments.

His~ official . biography".
shows him on “the staff"” of.
the United States Embassy "
.-in Stockholm 'in 1951, and .
notes, that he “served” in,
the . Embassy in Rome from
1953 to 1958..In.1959, he
-began his involvement th.h
,vletnam with the title of '
First Secretary of. the Em-
-bassy in Saigon.

He was .working :for the -
CIA eventually. becommg
Salgon station chief, - and he-’

Lean, Va. headquarters in
1962 as chief of the Far East
: ‘Division, which means, in ef- -
fect, the man in charge of
the - agency's Operatmns ‘in.-
Vietnam.

The known facts' of Mr
.Colby’s life outside the -
agency are few. He was born
‘Jan. 4, 1920, in St. Paul, the
_son of an Army officer. Much
.of his childhood was spent at
Army . posts. He graduated
from Princeton’ in 1940,
joined the Army the next
year, and served in the para-
chute field artillery until that
-1943 call for volunteers for
the.O.S. S.

He and his wife, the former
Barbara Hcmzen ‘live in a .
Washington suburb. ey .
are according to friends’ °de-

impeachable.  Much of lhe oot
stitution  was  modelled  on
British institutions, including t:hc
process’ of impeachment,

. But the -British concept . rhat,

“the King can do no wrong”
was not extended to the Presi-
dency because it was alien to
the mind of the founding fathers'
to" place their Prcsxdent above
the law.

. Even if he is found guilty of
a crime, a President cannot be
i~mpriso»ned or fined but could,
after impecachment, be brought

to' trial before a regular courtr

If for example it became cevis

dent that Mr Nixon was respos

siblc ‘for a cover up of the
Watergate affair, ‘he could be
charged with obstruction of: jus-
tice, an indictable crime ami
impcachable,

To begin

that . is required is a simple
majority vote in thc’ House of
Representatives,

The President would: then be
tricd by the Senators, with the
Chicf Justice as the presiding
ofticer. The Scaate requires a

"vout Roman Catholics, a_
faith” that sustained -them",
-, after the recent death of a:
* 19-year-old daughter, one of’
. five children.

* His personality, .by all ac-
.counts, is suitable for a man.

low-key, almost deliberately '
anti-charismatic,” Mr. Komer
said. “Very- soft-spoken. un-
exuberant, very careful,”
- another man who had had
 contact with him in Vietnam.

He 'is a man whose life
. has been the agency's since
leaving college. . Mr. Komer*
sees this as an advantage,
since he is known and re-

.. spected. among the profes-
sionals; others see it as less
benign, tending toward mak-
ing the agency more of a*
sovereign state.
rule is to protect the organl-‘;
zatlon,” said one man who .
views Mr, Colby’s appoint-‘
ment skeptically. -

»The thm, bespectacled Mr 1
" Colby is, however, perhaps |
the only C.LA. official ever

. to have testified on the rec-
ord, which he did during a .
Congress:onal

. .of the “Operation Phoenix”

- program. He conceded  that.
there had been
-abuses,”
sassinations and the Killing.
of civilian suspects, but main-
tained that the program was'
“an essential part of the war |
effort.”

Mr. Komer said.that Mr.
Colby was a “deep believer,
in the .other war, trying to

_help. the people.
scribe him as an “absolutely '
,committed hard-line Vietnam |
. veteran,”
ends of the agency Justtfy
any means '

impcachment pro-;
I ceedings against a .Prcsxdcnt all.

his calling—*"attractive, |

said ..

-Opinion Differs .

.

“*“The first ..

investigation

“occasional
such as political. as-

" ‘Others de-

a man to whom the

two-thirds majorily in orddr té.
find the President  guilty . and’
remove him from oflice.

t The constitutioral jssucs which'
Watcrgate. has provoked are also
causing . Americans. 'to, have'
sccond thoughts about thcir
system.

Many are now bcgmning fo
look enviously towards the par.
liamentary’ democracy, where
the -Prime Minister is accounts
able to Parliament, and where a
ma]ol political scandal such as

Watergate would quickly bring
about the downfall of his Gov-
ernment.

One of the bases of the
American system is the * separa<
tion of powers,” which became;

.2 hotly debated issue during rhe4

months when Mr Nixon used
this concept to refuse to permit
prescnt and former members of
his White House staff from giv-
ing evidence under oath before,

the Watergate Scnate Inyestigas,
ting Committee.

There is. nothing in the com:

.stlrunon “that would prevent a’

President from I csxgmng
although it - has never before
happened, . . u
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Project

" By MARJORIE HUNTER + |

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 10—
Two medical officials of the
Central Intelligence Agency told
a Senate subcommittee -today
that a “personality assessment”
made on Dr. Daniel Ellsberg
was the first that the agency
had ever made on an American
citizen.

The agency has been con-
ducting such personality stu-
dies for many years,. the’ of-
ficials said, but only of for-
. eign leaders. ) ,

The testimony was given by

Dr.' John R. .Tietjen, director

of medical . services for the
- CILA., and Dr. Bernard Mal-

loy, ‘chief of the agency's psy-
chiatric division, at a. closed
meeting of a Senate Appropria-
tions subcommittee inquiring in-
to the involvement of the agen-
cy in the burglary at the office
of Dr. Ellsberg's former. psy-
chiatrist. . fo
The doctors, questioned "as
they emerged from 'the meet-
ing, said that so far as they
had been able to determine, the

Ellsberg personality assessment

was the only one the agency

.|mittee considered it essential

Made .2‘A ppehensive’

They declined to answer fur-
ther questions posed by news-
men. No transcript of their
testimony was made available.

However, Senator John L.
McClellan, chairman of the Sen-
ate Appropriations Committee
and of the subcomittee conduct-
ing the inquiry, said later that
the agency’s doctors had testi-
fied that “they were apprehen-
sive. throughout the project”
and had  mentioned these
doubts to their superiors, in-
cluding the Director and Dep-
uty Director of the C.LA.

Said to Have Had Doubts

Richard M. Helms, now Am-
bassador to Iran, was the agen-
cy's director at the time of the
Ellsberg personality assessment
in the summer and fall of 1971,
and Gen.- Robert” E. Cushman

Jr., now -commandant of thef

‘Marine Corps, was, the Deputy

Director. . N .
Senator McClellan,: Democrat

of Arkansas, said that the com-

to’ hear from' both Mr, Helms
and General Cushman *at the
earliest time possible.” -

General Cushman has cut
short a European tour and is
expected to testify tomorrow
befofe a Senate Armed Serv-

the C.I.A. director, James R.
Clellan subcommittee that Da-

aide at the time,. had asked
the agency to prepare such a
report on Dr. Elisberg in-the
latter part of July, 1971. °

)
ices subcommittee, headed by
Senator  Stuart  Symington,
Democrat of Missouri. That
committee is also inquiring itno
C.IL.A, involvement in the Pen-
tagon papers case.

Senator McClellan said that
he had asked the State De-
partment to contact Ambas-
sador Helms about appearing
“and ‘we hope to hear his testi-
mony ‘next week——early next
week, I might add.” - °

The chairman had indicated
earlier that the subcommittee
might also want to question
John D. Ehrlichman, who re-
signed as President Nixon's
chief domestic adviser ' last
week 4s disclosures of - White
House . involvement in the
Watergate .scandal were un-
folding. : .

White House involvement in
the preparation of the Elisberg
personality assessment was of-
ficially confirmed yesterday by

Schlesinger. He told the Mc-
vid R. Young, Jr., a Whit¢ House |

Dr, Elisberg is on 'trial ‘in

" of the psychiatrist’s office in

study ‘“apparently was ap-
proved by Mr, . Helms.”

" Mr. Schlesinger said that two
profiles on Dr, Ellsberg were
prepared and sent to the White

- |House, He said that the first

had been compiled from “raw
material” - such as newspaper
and magazine articles and Gov-
ernment documents supplied
by Mr. Young. This material,
he said, “was judged insuffie
cient” by the White House. ,

Additional material, includs
ing classified information) from:
the Justice and State Depart-
ments, was given to the agency,
according to Mr. Schlesinger,
and the final document was
delivered to the White House
‘by Dr. Malloy on Név, 12, 1971,
. “Agency “‘records indicate
|that Mr. Helms had previously
communicated with Mr. Young,
indicating he had read both re-
ports,” - Mr. Schlesinger’. testi-

fied.

‘A Serious Impropriety’ |
" The intelligencé "agency has
admitted furnishings. disguises
and ‘other materials used by E.
Howard Hunt Jr., - a .former
:White House aide who has con-
fessed a role in the burglary

the fall of 1971. :

. Asked today if he felt.that]
{the agency. had violated . the
flaw, Senator McClellan re-
‘plied: “I would not .make a
final decision .on that. But it

had ever made/dn an American.

NEW YORK TIMES |
11 May 1973

Los Angeles on Federal charges
of theft, espionage and con-
spiracy involving -the copying
and alter disclosure of the Pen-

was, to say the least, a serious:
impropriety.” ' o
. The C.LA’s charter, the Na-:
tional Security Act of 1947;

- Cuban Says He and Two Others .

Broke Into Psyc

hiatrist’s Office|

. Speoial to The New York Times

MIAMI, May 10—A Cuban
real estate broker, in a deposi-
tion ‘here today, said that’ he
and two Watergate burglars,
Bernard L, Barker and Eugenio
R. Martinez, broke .into ‘the
office 'of Dr. Daniel Ellsberg's
former psychiatrist last Sep-
tember and photographed Dr.
Ellsberg’s and “other files.” -

Felipe de Diego made his
deposition this morning before
the - Dade County State At-

. torney, - Richard E.' Gerstein,
who interrogated. him under
oath at the request of the Los.
Angeles County District At-
torney, Joseph Busch. .

Mr. Busch authorized Mr.
Gerstein to give the 45-year-
old Cuban immunity from pros-
ecution for any illegal actions
he might have committed in
Los Angcles County. . .

The Dade prosecutor, who
conducted the questioning with
his .chief investigator, Martin
Dardis, said that Mr. de Diego
had been “frank and - forth-
right.” e

- Mr. Gerstein said that Mr. de
Diego’s lawyer, Alfredo Duran,
had. indicated that if his client
was given immunity fron) Pros-
ecution in other jurisdictions,
he might “shed new light” on
heretofore unexplained activi-
ties of the Watergate operation.

¢ Break-In at Embassy"

Sources close to the inves-
tigation suggested that Mr. de

formation about

victed,

JiHunt, agreed to

Dicgo might be able to give in-
an alleged
break-in at the Chilean ,Emﬁl
bassy in Washington in May or}
June, 1972, among other thmgs.‘j

Barker and Martinez are
among five persons who plead-,
ed guilty at their trial in Wash-|
ington in connection with the

break-in and bugging of the
. Democratic National Committee.
headquarters in the Watergate

complex. Two others were con-|
.

Dr. Ellsberg and Anthony J.
Russo' Jr. are on trial in Los
Angeles in connection with the
disclosure of the secret Penta-
gon papers on the history of
the Vietnam war. The burglary
of the psychiatrist’s office has
become an isue in the trial.

According to Mr.. Gerstein
and Mr. Dardis, the thread of
Mr. de Diego’s testimony was
as follows: . L

Late last August, Mr. de
Diego was asked by Barker,
for-whom he then worked, to!
participate in a ‘“mission for
an agency of the United State
Governiment.” R

He was also told by Barker.
that the man in charge of the!
mission was'E. Howard Hunt;
Jr.,, who also later pleaded
guilty in the Watergate Case.
Mr. de Diego, who said he:
once worked for: the Central’
Intelligence Agem:}r iand knew,

o

n - Barker.
Four days later, apparently
on Sept. 2, M. de Diego, Barker'
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tagon- papers on United States
involvement in Vietnam.
Helms® Approval Reported
Mr. ‘Schlesinger testified thadt
Mr. Helms, then the C.LA, di-
rector, had instructed officials,
of the agency to work with Mr.
Young and that the agency’s
decision to prepare the Ellsberg

and Martinez, who also then
worked for Barker, flew from
Miami to Los :Angeles. Barker
bought their airline . tickkets,

giving fictitious names, which
they also used to register at

:the Beverly Hilton Hotel.
Next morning the three men

made visual reconnaissance of

the building where Dr. Lewis

J. Fielding, Dr. Ellsberg’s psy-|

chiatrist, had his - offices.
Suitcase Put in Office

At one point that day, Baker
[left his companions at the hotel
.and returned ‘shortly . with- a’
.briefcase that contained pho-i

tographic equipment, a spot-
light, a 35-mm. camera, films
and other items. -

i, At 9 PM. the three went,
into the office building and
spoke Spanish to a cleaning
woman, apparently of Mexican
descent. The persuaded’ her to
put the suitcase into Dr, Field-

stipulates that the agency
“shall have  no police, - -sub-|
poena, law-enforcement powers
ot internal. security functions.”-
Internat security, espionage and
sabotdge are "under the juris-,
diction of the Justicé- Depari-|
ment.’ © : s

Jing's office,” and they left the
building, Mr. de Diego said.
Four hours later, at 1 AM.,,
using masking tape and a-glass
cutter, they broke a window
and entered an office on the
ground floor and forced the
door of Dr. Fielding’s office
on the second floor, the witness
continued. Y
Barker, he said, then told his
two companions, “We are look-
ing for a file of Dr. Daniel
Elisberg.” Mr. deDiego said he
did not remember who had
found the file, but shortly af-
terward the search stopped and
he helped to hold papers from
what appeared to be Dr, Ells-
tberg’s file while' Martinez
iphotographed them. .
j- Mr. deDiego said that he had
not- been paid for the Los
‘Angeles  operation, - but he
added that, Barker had prom-
- ised he would be paid for other
operations. - N
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Nixon A sked Data Withheld:

By Carl Bernstein -
and Bob Woodwarﬂ
Washington Post 8tatf Wmers

President Nixon at-
‘tempted to prevent the Jus-

tice Department from pro-
viding information on the’
burglary of the office of
Daniel Ellsbergs psychia-
trist to the 'Los Angeles
court where Ellsberg is ¢n-
trial, according to sources
close to the Watexgate m-
vestigation.

The sources reported that
the President urged Attor-
ney General-designate El-
liot Richardson and:Deputy
Assistant Attorney General:
Henry E. Petersen, who had :
‘been supervising the Water-*
gate probe, not to provide
the information on grounds

that it might adversely af-
fect “national security.” - .

The President’s advice
was rejected by both men,
one of whom was described.
as “horrified” and the other
as “deeply shaken” by Mr
Nixon’s action.

One source said Rlchard-
son was disbelieving of the
President’s position at first-:
and that the Attorney Gen-'
eral-designate reacted ‘“‘as if:
he were struck by a thun-
derbolt ... His internal re-
action was that it is incon-
ceivable for him to think.
that there can be any covers
wp-of any kind.” :

- Petersen, anothet source
‘reported, "dldn t-know ‘whitt
.to do he.was so upset. He
had to get this-straightened
-out so hé could live’ thh th
own children.” -~ -

-In addition to the Pr951-
de_nt s action, the sources re--
-ported that Mr. Nixon’s for-
‘mer principal deputy for do:
mestic policy, John Ehrlich-
man, attempted to persuade
Egil Krogh Jr: not to dis-
close what he knew about-
the break-in at the psychia-
trist's - office. - Several”
sources yesterday quoted,
Ehrlichman as tellingi
Krogh: “The President:
doesn't want any more of

this to surface for national
security reasons.”

The acount of the Presi-
dent’s - alleged attempt io-
prevent release of tle
Justice Department infor-
mation on the Ellsberg
burglary, first repovied Ly
The New York Times yester-
day, was con[umed by-five
sources, among them offici-
als at the White House and
the Justice Department, as
well as lawyers involved m
the Watergate case.

All the sources provided
essentially the same accourit
and variously described the
President’s action as “an at-
tempt to keep the lid-on”

15,
by Deputy Assistant Attor-
.ney General Petersen that,
‘the Watergate prosecutors

,Spirators E.

:stances
:which reportedly angered.

and “a message that he
didn’t want this thing to
surface.” All confirmed Eh-'
rlichman’s action as well. '

One White House official,

who said he was not familiar’

with all the facts surround-:
ing-the matter, said he be-
lieved the President acted
out of “genuine conceln
about national security.”

The .Post’s sources said
the President’s interest in
the matter began on April.
when he was informed,

had prepared a memoran-
dum detailing the involve-
ment of two of the convicted
Watergate conspirators in
the ELlisberg break-in. The
memorandum was to be
submitted to the judge in
the Pentagon . Papers trial.
At that time, the sources
reported, Mr. Nixon urged
Petersen for ‘“national- se-
curity . reasons” not lo -for-
ward the memorandum to
the Los Angeles court
where Tlisberg is on trial
for leaking the Pentagon
Papers to the press. :
" Petersen, in the words of
one source, “knew he
.couldn’t live with the situa-
tion” if he withheld infor-
mation that the psychia-
trist’s office had been
broken into by a team su-
‘pervised by Watergate con~
Howard Hunt
Jr. and G. Gordon Liddy.
After ‘two days, all the
sources reported, Petersen,
a career civil servant
praised by colleagues for
his record of integrity,
sought assistance and advice
from then Attorney Gen-

"eral Richard G. Kleindiensts

Kleindienst, the sources
said, agreed with Petersen
that it would be improper
to follow the President’s
recommendation and said he
would personally . take the
matter to Mr. Nixon., ‘'

When Mr. Nixon was con-,
fronted with Kleindienst’s
arguments that the material’
must be forwarded .to the
judge in the Ellsberg trial,
the President relented and'
the memo was sent, the'
sources said.

On April 26, the govm ne
ment prosecutor in the
Ellsherg case submitted the
memorandum Lo Federal
Judge W. Matt Byrne
Jr. The next day, the judge
released the information
about the burglary at the
psychiatrist’s office, causing
a furor at the Ellsberg

'trial. The judge also order-

ed
inquiry

immediate government
into. the circum-
of the burglary,

some officials at the White.

‘House and the Justice De-
‘partment,

That - afternoon, Ehrlichf-
mon was interviewed by the
F 1 at his White House
o.ice and told agents he
had' been respensible for
ordering a sccret White
House investigation into ithe
hackground of .Elisberg:’
Ebrlichman also told the,
‘agents thal the investiga-
tion was headed by his
deputy, Egil Krogh, and
‘David Young, who resigned
‘three weeks ago from his
position as a National Se-
curity Council aide assigr-
ed to Ehrlichman’s office.
© On Sunday, April 29,
President Nixon asked Rich-
ardson to replace resigning
Attorney General Klein-
.dienst as a means of restor-
ing confidence in the Justice
Department . and to preside
over the department’s
'Watergate investigation.

Richardson, The Post’s
sources said,- was told hy'
the President that he would
have ‘“an absolutely free
“hang” in supervising the in-
‘vesfigation. At this' point,
‘the sources told slightly dif-
fering 'versions. All, how-
ever, agreed that the Presi-!
dent also told Richardson
at a minimum—that cer--
.tain -“national security mat-
ters” should .remain secret
in the Watergate mvestlga-
“tion.

“Nixon told Rlchardeon
"to keep the Pentagon Papers
oul of the Watelgame inves-
‘tigation,” one source sald
flatly, -

Another
+that explicit;,

said: « “Tt wasn’t’
in fact, Rich-

~ardson at first wasn’t com-*

- pletely cléar about the impli-

cations of what the Presi-
" dent said. - It wag vague,
but the message was that
‘the President didn’t want
some national security mat-
ters dysclosed in the investi-
gation.”

The next night, in’ the
President’s television -ad-.
dress to the nation on the:
Watergate affair, Mr. Nxxon
'said of Richardson: “I have'
given him absolute author--
ity to make all decisions
bearmg upon the prosecu-
tion' of the Watergate case
and related matters . . .
Whatever may appear to

have been the case before

. justice will be pursued
fairly, fully and impartially,
no matter who is involved.”

Shortly before the Presi-

dent spbke, however, Ehr-

lichman conveyed to Krogh,

what he described as “a
message from the Presi-
dent,” according to. The
Post’s sources.

% “Ehrlichman said the
‘President didv’t want any
more fo surface about the
.Blisherg investigation,”
‘source said. “He (Ehrlich-

one

22

‘man) was emphatic that he
 was speaking for the Presl-
‘dent.” - i
. Specifically what the Pres-s
Jdent did not want (hsclosed.
‘the sources said, was Krogh's’
"knowledge that the CIA had,
provided assistance " in the

break-in of the office of Dlls-.
berg’s psychiatrist, and oth-
er .activities by the White'
ouse in trying to determine
the source of news leaks
,deemed harmful to the{
administration.

On the same Monday that
"President Nixon was Wwork-.
irg on his-Watergate speech,;
‘he sources said, Richardson;
lunched with Krogh, who de.'
scribed the presidential mes-
‘sage conveyed b'y Ehrlich-
‘man,

Krogh also told Richard.
sen all he knew about the
White House operation aim-
ed at Ellsberg and that he
*(Krogh) “was driven by a-
moral compulsion that ihis-
was the right thing to do,’
not to cover it up but to'\
tell all the stand the conse-!
_quences,” according to nne:
shurce.

-All the sources' reported
that Richardson at this point

|became adamant about:
“avoiding the President’s re:!
quest to prevent release ofy
5 information suuoundmg
{the Elisberg operation. )

“Richardson told Krogh:

that he had already gotten’
th2 message from the Pres-’
ident and made it clear he
wasn’t going to abide by it,”
‘one source said.- “He made’
it clear he intended to. coun-

termand the President and.

. just would not obey. He said

he would just not heed that
order.” )
. Another soirce said Rich-
ardson told Krogh: “I'm not;
going to participate in a'
cover up because it will de-
stroy my role in the Water-;
‘gate investigation . . . The
truth has got to come out.”
One of the sources sug-
gested that Krogh’s remarks
‘triggered Richardson’s recol-
lection of what he had heen
told by the President re-
‘garding “national secuntv!
‘matters’ ’and said that Rich-'
ardson suddenly “expressed.
horror.” e
Following the meeting with
Krogh, the sources said,
Richardson ‘discussed the
matter with Assistant Attor-’
ney General Petersen, who
toid him of the President’s
earlier action in attempting
to prevent release of the
‘burglary information. -y
» Petersen, one source said,’
told Richardson that “this’
‘has to be siraightened out’
and that he (Petersen)
couldn't live with what the
President  wanted to do.
‘Henry asked Richardson for
“help and Rlclnrdson backcd.
him up.”
Both men, all the somus

-reported, decided that they

would have nothing to do,
with the advice -tendered,
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by “either 'thé‘Pres'i"dent or
‘Fhrlichman and conveyed ¢
‘their decision to Mr. Nixon.

Exdctly how the message
.was ‘conveyed could not be
determined, but one source s
,said Richardson personally™
“discussed the matler with®

, the Presideat and that Mr.
- Nixon agreed thal there

-should be no furiher at-!
tembts at pleventing release’-

,of the Ellsberg maleual

. All of the sources said '
<that at no time did Mr. Nix- :
.on suggest any reason except™:

‘“national security” for pre-
“venting release of the infor-
, mation.

j .On Thursday, the White"
‘House delivered’ guidelines .

‘to Krogh expressing the
‘White House posmon that -

thnesscs ‘teStifying in Wa-:
"zne~

‘tergate proceedings
.Testricted from testifying as;

‘to mattcls relating to natlonal |

tsecurtiy.”

Krogh, who - received a!

copy of the guidelines, sign-

ed an affidavit the next day

“detailing his knowledge in;
“which he acknowledged full,

rcsponsibility for the break-|

.in at the olfice of Ellsbergs1
kpsychwstrmt o B

NEW YORK TIMES
6 May 1973

Kleindienst Resignation
Is Reported by Pravda

" MOSCOW, May 5 (AP)—
Pravda told its readers today
for -the first time that Rich-
ard. Kleindienst has resigned.
as ‘the United States Attor-
ney General, The Communist
Party daily made no reference

to the Watergate affair.

, -A “one-sentence dispatch

rfrom “Washington said only

i that President Nixon had ac-
cepted Mr. Kleindienst’s res-
ignation and replaced him
with former Secretary of De-
fense Elliot L. Richardson.

" -'The Soviet public has not
been told'of the Watergate
scandal and the involvement
of .the White House staff.

[N A

WASHINGTON STAR
8 May 1973 -

SMITH HEMPSTONE

'
"

A New Bay of Pigs for CIA?

It is now clear that the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency has
been far more deeply impli-
cated in the Watergate-Pen-
tagon Papers scandal than
had previously been suspect-
ed.

Earlier this week, the New'
York Times, quoting *‘sources
close to the Watergate case,”
said that Gen. Robert E.
Cushman Jr., the agency’s
former deputy director and

- now commandant of the Ma-

rine Corps, authorized CIA

assistance in the burglary of

the office of Daniel Ellsberg's

psychiatrist. The Times said

Cushman, who is out of the

country and has not comment-

“ed publicly on the allegation,

acted at the request of former

presidential counselor John -
D. Erhlichman.

An indirect CIA connection
with the Watergate Seven had
been evident from the begin-
ning of the affair last June. G.
Gordon Liddy, the former
White House consultant and
operational chief of. the bug-
ging of Democratic national
committee headquarters, had
been an agent for the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. E.
Howard Hunt Jr., his deputy,
had been the CIA agent who
planned the aboritve Bay of
Pigs invasion, '

James W. McCord had:
served 19 years in the CIA
until his “retirement” in 1970;
he became security chief of
the Nixon campaign comimit--
tce in 1972. Cuban-born Ber-
nard L. Barker worked with

Hunt on the Bay of Pigs inva-"’

sion, acting as a link between
the CIA and the army of ex-
iled Cubans. :
Frank Sturgis {(alias Frank
Fiorini) also was involved in -
the Bay of Pigs and has CIA
connections. The two Cuban
members of the raiding party,

. Eugenio R. Martinez and Vir-

gilio R. Gonzalez, also had
records of anti- Castro activi-
ty. .

But the emphasis always
was on a past CIA associa-

- 23

tion. It was easy to believe
this: Washington and Miami
are full of former intelligence

" agents willing to undertake

contract work which their col-
leagues within the CIA would
be forbidden by law to engage
in (under the National Securi-
ty Act of 1947, which created

the agency, CIA's activities -
to work -

are restricted
abroad).
It now appears possible,

even probably, that Liddy, -

Hunt and possibly others. of
the Watergate Seven had not

in fact severed their relations -

with the intelligence commu-
nity and were, indeed, operat-
ing with the knowledge and
consent of the CIA.

These seemingly isolated
but possibly interrelated
events point to a pattern of
CIA involvement:
© Hunt was hired by the Rob-
ert R. Mullen & Co. public
relations firm in 1970 on the
personal recommendation of
the then CIA Director, Rich-
ard Helms. It is still unclear

as to whose payroll Hunt was *

on after he joined the White,

House staff in the summer of _

1971,

Ol In December of last year,
when Watergate was just be- -

ginning to heat up, Helms was
fired as CIA chief and shipped

- off to Teheran as ambassador

to Iran.

- © Helms’ successor, James R. °
Schlesinger, who came to CIA -
from the Office of Manage-'

" ment and Budget via the R

Atomic Energy Commission,

has been conducting a wide- -

spread purge of the agency.

O Hunt testified last week to

the Watergate grand jury
(according to a transcript
released by attorneys for
Pentagon Papers defendants
Daniel Ellsberg and Anthony
Russo) that the CIA provided
him and Liddy with cameras,
disguises, false identity pa-
pers and other ‘‘technical
assistance” for the burglary
of the Beverly Hxlls ofﬁce of

IS

“naval aide
* former’s vice presidential’
- years. Gen.

Dr. Lewis Fielding, Ells-
berg’s psychiatrist.

Hunt told of meetings with
CIA agents in two of the -
agency's ‘‘safe houses’ —
secret hideaways — in this
city. He also told of being giv-
en a CIA “sterile” telcphone
number — an unlisted number
in which billings are not re-:

. flected — to call when in need !

of “‘material’’ assistance.

Hunt’s grand jury testimo-
ny can be given a great deal .
of credence because in it he
correctly identified Dr. Ber-
nard Melloy as the head of the
CIA’s psychiatric unit. Dr.,
‘Melloy’s identity previously'
had been a closely held se-t
cret. He is not listed in the:
Washington, Maryland or;
Virginia telephone directo-

" ries, but he maintains a pri-'

vate office at 2520 Pennsylva-’
nia Ave., in addition to his'

"CIA office in McLean, Va.’
"Hunt also revealed, correctly,,

that Mclloy’s unit works up-
psychiatric profiles on per-:
sons “‘of interest” to the U.S.:
government. Ellsberg was the.
subject of one of these pro-,
files; similar studies have
been made of Fidel Castro\
and Leonid Brezhnev.

Although Helms was ap-

. pointed 'head of the CIA by

Lyndon Johnson in 1966, Pres-
ident Nixon has close person-
al links with the present depu-
-ty director of the CIA, Maj.
Gen. Vernon A, Waltcrs, as he

. had with 'Walters’ predeces-
-..sor, Gen. Cushman, the Ma-
. rine Corps commandant.

Gen. Cushman was Nixon's|
during the.

Walters was
President Eisenhower’s per-
sonal interpreter and accom-
panied Nixon on his disas-’
trous 1958 tour of Latin Amer-
ica.

In short, it looks as if CIA’
may have been into the Wa-'
tergate-Elisberg mess up to
lts clandestine cars.
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Excerpts From Hunt's Testimony on

Vietnam Ca

Bpectal to The New York T1mes
LOS ANGELES, May 7—
' Following are excerp’s from
- a transcript of additional
' grand jury testimony by
"'E. Howard Hunt Jr. and from
" an affidavit by Egil K-ogh Jr. -
as released at the Pentagon
. papers trial here today:

Hunt Testimony
Q."All right. Now, did you -

t

‘ever engage in any other -

. clandestine operations? A. .
. Not of that type, no sir.

Q. What type did you en-
gage In? A. The only other
one that comes to mind has
to do with the widely publi- "
cized fraudulent Vietnamese
cable.

Q. Tell us about that. A:
Which to my knowledge is
not an illegal activity. )

Q. What did you do?

A. During the course of"
the researches, which . are '
performed with the help of
the Department of State, go- '
ing over many hundreds of

quire—or I had inquiries ~
made—of the Pentagon,as to
whether the so-called back
channel had been utilized for
any.of its missing traffic and
was told that no copies had
- been kept at the Pentagon of
- this type of traffic that
might have taken place be~
tween, let's say, the com-
manding general in Saigon
and the chief of staff in.
.Washington. .

I also, with some difficulty,
managed to obtain the State
Department’s file, It was a
- State Department back chan-
nel. It was Secretary of State
to the Ambassador, back and
forth, and I went through
that, satisfied myself that
.there was nothing of sub-
‘stance in there but, at the
same time, I had concluded
that a lot of significant traf-
' fic was missing.

- And there came 4 time
‘when I mentioned this to Mr.

“recting my research into the :
-—at the particular period——

do just this sort of thing and !
had don it successfully on
numerous occasions, floating
forged newspaper accounts,
telegrams, that sort of thing.

So he said, “Well, we won
be able to give you any tech-
nical help. This is too hot.
See what you can do on your
own.” .

So, with the very meager

. means at my disposal, which

. were literally a Xerox ma-
chine in the White House,
a razor blade and a type-
writer—which was not the

same one as had been used -

on the original cables—I set
about creating two cables

- which bore on that particular ,

period. .
The process was realtively

" simple. I first of all prepared

a cable text. In other words,
from many of these cables I
could pretty well adjust the
text to the type of language

ythat would be used by the
Colson, who I had been di- .- man who was the ostensible ,

originator, and altered these,
rom time to time, until I.

cables, comparing them with = the Vieinamese war, and told . ~ Was satisfied that I had two

what actually appeared in .
the Ellsberg so-called Penta-
gon papers it became clear
to me, from the State Depart.’
‘ment files, that a number of -
cables were missing -And
that is to say that the chron--
ological files did not contain
cables in chronological se-
quence. Some of these micro- '
file—well, there weren’t no
‘micro-file, but they were -
greatly reduced. in size "ap-
proximately 3 by 4 inches

from an 8—about half-size *

reduced. o
Chronology Found Lacking
But these small versions
had been extracted so that
there was not a complete
chronology of the period of
the Vietnam war immediate-
Iy prior to and subsequent
to the assassination of then
Premier Diem, -

Inquiries at Pentagﬂn'

'* This ehcouraged me to
have inquiries made at the:
Central Intelligence Agency
as to whether or not their”
chronological files for 1963
were still intact. I wanted to
obtain legal access-to their
files to see whether ¢r not .
any of these chinks in the:
assassination story could be
filled in through reference to
C.I.A. traffic.

I was told that the com-
munications office of the °
Central' Intelligence Agency
did not maintain their chron-
ological files for that period
of time. I think that more
than five years had elapsed
and they had been destroyed
not stored at the Department
“of State. ' !

I also had occasion 10 in- .

him that, in my opinion, a ot *
of stuff that should have

been there had been ex-

tracted,
. He said, “How do you ac-
< count for that?” And I said,

“‘Well, some of the cables

that they still have on hand
. at the Department of State

-have been sent, with date

stamps, saying photographed
. or duplicated for the John F.

Kennedy Memorial Library.” -

" Removal Termed Possible.

So I said, “Well, obviously,

" anybody who had been given
access to the Department of
State files for the purposes
of incorporating them™ into
material held by the JFXK.
Library would also have had
opportunity to remove any .
cables that could have been
embarrassing to the Kennedy

; legatees.”

3

\

\

-dug up on the files that .~
. would indicate Kennedy com- :’
plicity?” R
And I showed him three or
four cables that indicated
that they had pretty close
to pull the trigger "against
Premier Diem’s head, but it
Jdidn’t say so in so many
‘Words. Inferentially, one could
say that it was a high degree
of -Administration complicity -
in th actual assassination of-

Diem-and his brother,

And he said, “Well, this
isn't good enough. Do you
think you could improve on
them?” .

I said, “Yes, I probably
could but not without tech-
nical assistance.” After all, I
had been givn some training
in my past C.LA. career to, -

And he said, “Well, what - original
- ¢+ 'kind of material have you'.: cdbles and actually a White

- se them. The

creditable cables.

Si gnature Problent

Then the problem came of
getting the bottom line, which
-had the signatures of the
reviewing officers and the
originating and the heading,
which had also the time date
stamp on it, which was 4
crucial thing.

And simply by Xeroxing
and re-Xeroxing, I substituted
a text for what previously

 had been a legitimate cable .
- and could use those.

I was not satisfied with the

¢ result. I showed them to Col-

son. He seemed to like them
and 1 said, “These will never
stand any kind of scrutiny.”
I said, “Let's be very sure

about that.”

And I asked the FBI to:
tell me. what kind of type
face has been used on the
State Department

Hous cable, because one of
them was ostensibly a White
House cable, and I found out,
that it would be imposible
for me to get access.to a!
similar type pace. .

So I knew this was a tech-:
nical problem that could not
be. overcome. So if anybody
was going' to see these,
cables, they'd simply have to
y could never be,

published.

So there would just have -

to be a fast brush show on
4 . take-it-or-leave-it basis, "
which I began to believe was
the purpose Mr, Colson had

- in mind.

4. That on or about July 15,
1971, affiant was glven oral
instructions by Mr. John D.
Ehrlichman ,agsistant to the
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"~ of

ble and From Krogh’s Affidavit

President of the United States
for domestic afairs, to begin
a special National Security
.-projéct to coordinate a Gov-
ernment effort to determine
" the causes, sources, and rami-",
fications of the unauthorized °
disclosure of classifed docu-.;
ments known as the Pentagon,_
papers. !
5. That Mr. David Young |
.the National Security"
Council staff was assigned to
ythis special project with, him; t
6. that to his information .
- and belief one reason -
. for undertaking an independ- -
ent. investigation centralized -
among White House staff™
was that a clos¢ personal re- '
- lationship existed between
the the then director of the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-,
tion, J. Edgar Hoover, and .
"Mr. Louis Marx, father-in-law °
of Daniel- Ellsberg, admitted
public suorce-of the Pentagon .
papers. o
7. That on affiant's infor-'
mation and belief the estab- .
lishment of an independent’
investigatory unit reporting:
to the White House staff was -
expressly. agreed to by Direc-
tor Hoover and this agree-
ment manifested in a memo- ;
randum from Director Hoover;
8. That to his information
and belief Central Intelligence
Agéncy investigative support
was unobtainable for this
special National ' Security -
project and to the lack of,
.C.LA. jurisdiction within the
Territorial United States; .,
" 9. That in July, 1971, the
affiant recommended- to Mr.,
John D. Ehrlichman that Mr.
G. Gordon Liddy be em-.
ployed by the special unit as”
' an investigator and staff as-
sistant, and Mr. Ehrlichman '
subsequently authorized the
employment of Mr. Liddy;
Hunt Remembered

10. That Mr. E. Hpward
Hunt was recommended to .
affiant for assistance on the
Pentagon papers investiga- .
tion, such recommendation
- was made to affiant over the
telephone by Mr. Charles C. :
Colson, Special Counsel to-:
the President; - -

11. That Mr. Colson’s rec-
ommendation of Mr., Hunt
. was based on Mr. Hunt’s in-
vestigative experience as an',
" agent for the Central Intelli-
gence Agency; '
12. That Mr.'Hunt was at
that time employed as a
part-time White House con:
sultant by Mr, Colson on
matters no known to me;

13. That information ob- '
talned by tha special unit
made it Imperative io ascer~
tain whether the unauthors
ized disclosure of the Penta-

3 Tk
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gon papers was (a) an indi- ‘structed the affiant to move ' Togical history or ascertain-

vidual act, (b) the act of a
* small group, or (c) the re-

sult of a wider conspiracy

- to engage in espionage; :

stages of the investigation,’
affiant received information

-suggesting that Dr. Ellsberg. gence agent, thus emphasiz-

"did not act alone; .

“ 15. That the affiant was-

. informed by the Federal Bu-,
.reau of Investigation that,
the so-called Pentagon papers.
were,in the possession of the
Soviet Embassy, Washington,
.. D.C., prior to their publica-
+ tion by The New York Times

i

- newspaper suggesting an ef<’

+fort to aid and abet an ens<
cemy of the United States"
through the ally; i
©16. That shortly thereafter
- additional public disclosure
of classified information re-.
lated to national security
" took place, to wit: :

ahead with the greatest
urgency” to . determine the
source of “leaks;”

’ 18. That the affiant. was -
14. That during the early" informed by the C.LA. that i

a news story had put in jeop-
ardy the life of an’ intelli--

ing the need for increased
investigative effort on the
part of the affiant’s special
unit;

. 19. That
affiant was informed repeat-
-edly during the months" of

July and August of 1971 of .

the extreme threat perceived
to be developing by high
Government . officials, be-
cause of the possibility. of .
,urther unauthorized disclo-
sure as to the- capacity of
the United States .Govern-
ment to conduct its foreign
affairs and protect its na-
tional security; N

20. That efforts to discover

"in addition the -

- A. Publication of a'néws: the sources had not suc-

associates of Dr. Fielding was
_thereafter given to the spe-
* cial unit by John D. Ehrlich-
man; -

office of Dr, Fielding were
developed by Mr. Hunt and
Mr. Liddy;

28. That to’ affiant’s infor-
mation and belief a first trip
to California was undertaken
by Mr. Hunt and Mr. Liddy
: to determine means for ac-

i, 27. That plans for acquir-
' ing the information from the

' quiring the information. .

29. That films of the prem-

"jses of Dr. Fielding's office .

were brought back by Mr.

“Hunt and Mr. Liddy follow-
_ing the first trip. )
. 30. That the affiant's un-
. derstanding and belief cer-
tain of these films wene left

in a camera belonging to the
Central Intelligence Agency.,

and transmitted to the De-
partment of Justice by the

story on the Strategic Arms’
Limitation talks with the So-
viet Unior, and
B. Publication of a news -
story on Aug. 12, 1971, re~
garding a Soviet move to
‘avert a war by entering into
. a pact with India;
17. That following the pub-
“lication of the above men-
tioned SALT story, theaffi-~
ant was personally instructed
_by President Nixon, in the
presence of John D. Ehrlich-
“man, that- the continuing,
'“leaks” of vital information .
L were compromising the na-
tional security of the United :

ition to the affiant’s' special’

" Central Intelligence Agency.
ceeded; © 31. That a second trip was
21. That affiant’s special ' undertaken to acquire the in-

unit received information tformation in early September -

from an interview conducted
by th.e Ij'ederal' Bureau ' of visory  capacity,.
Investigation with one Dr. - agreed to the mission with
Fielding, former psychiatrist g
to Daniel Ellsberg, which Hunt and Mr. Liddy would
yielded no information; "

22, That additionally a psy- .
chological profile of Dr. Ells-
berg,“prepared by the C.LA. \ reports suggesting that an in-
provided no useful informa- dividual had accepted respon-
sibility for the entry into twoe
unit; . . offices on the premises where

26. That general authori- ' Dr. Fielding has his office
zation to' engage In covert 'was a completely unknown

mission.

. . \ .
32\ That in affiant’s super-
affiant.

the understanding that Mr. -
- obtain the service of certain *

34, That recent newspaper

\

* fund

"Funds for Undertaking ,

. 35. That to affiant's under-’

standing and belief the funds
for implementing the effort to’
acquire the information were

_provided, to affiant through
“an  unknown

intermediary -
after a request by affiant to.
Mr. Charles Colson for the.

nds; . .
36. That to affiant's knowl-"
edge affiant did not inform.
Mr. Colson as to the reason"
for the request for funds; -

-37. That to affiant's under-
standing and belief the funds:

" totaled $2,000.00 which were

to be used for expenses;

‘California as none

40, That to affiant’s under-”
standing and belief no infor-"
mation of any kind was trans-
mitted to any Government:
agency for use in the prose-:
cution of Dr. Daniel Elisberg
derived from either trip to.
was ob-

-tained.

41. That upon return from
the second trip to California,
failure of the objective to:
acquire information was re-
ported by Mr, Hunt and Mr."
Liddy to affiant and photos

- of destructive activity within

an office were displayed to
explain the events which had

‘ reportedly transpired.

42. That photographs of -

: Dr. Fielding's apartment were"
". presented

y Mr. Hunt and
Mr. Liddy with a recom-.
mendation that .another at-

"tempt be made to acquire the

desired information. |

States, and the President in-

NEW YORK TIMES

10 May 1973 =~ . . .
Unintelligence

~ ‘““The Agency shall have no police, subpoena, law-,
‘enforcement powers, or internal-security functions,”’
states the National Security Act of 1947 creating’the
nation’s Central Intelligence institutions. Scarcely having’
lived down the unsavory image of running an “invisible
government,” officials of the Central Intelligence Agency

have now allowed the organization to be used as a sort.
pf secret police for the Nixon Administration.

. The latest institutional victim of the decay spreading
out from the Watergate is an organization with such
‘capacity for free-wheeling operation that it can ill afford
the slightest taint of misuse. One would have thought:
this point obvious to the agency’s then deputy director,'
Marine Gen. Robert E. Cushman, when he reportedly
Teceived a telephone call from John Ehrlichman at the
White House in 1971 asking for undercover assistance
on a sensitive operation. By the .agency's own depo-
Sitions, it took nearly five .weeks for the intelligence
authoritics to realize they were being used illegally.
Only then did they cut off the facilities provided to help.
in the rifling of the files of Daniel Ellsberg’s California
psychiatrist. - . '
" General Cushman is no novice in White House circles.
He had served Vice President Nixon. for four years as
‘military aide; last year Mr. Nixon picked-him out of the

-

Approved

activity ‘to obtain.a psycho. iIncident to affiant;
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‘C.LA. to become Commandant of the Marine Corps
and member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. He has now
been summoned to give his version of the Ellsberg inci-
‘dent to a Congressional committee. Did he, for instance,.
;bother to question the alleged “national security” need
for the requested facilities? Or was it enough just to
have a simple call from the President’s man, whatever
‘the law says? ' . : :

. When institutions of democratic government function
through a personal network in defiance of legal proce-
dures, disaster can only follow. And it is an ironic foot-
note that even the C.LA. can now-see that bureaucratic
“favors” are not necessarily reciprocated in the present
‘Administration: Watergate burglar James W, McCord has
disclosed an audacious—and abortive—attempt to blame
the C.I.A. for thé Watergate operation and thus transfer
guilt away from Mr. Nixon’s political apparatus, the
Committee for the Re-election of the President. The
honor of the Government, it would seem, is more ex-
‘pendable. than' the reputation of a partisan political”
machine.

,Cronyism has a long and inglorious tradition in the
American Presidency. Of all the organs of government’
where it is out of place, security and intelligence services '
are the most crucial. Valuable work performed by the
Central Intelligence Agency, like that of the Federal:
Bureau of Investigation, has now been tainted by the
inexcusable overeagerness of a few misguided men i0"
heed dubious whims wafted from the White House.
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Saturday, M'Q'5~ 1973 ¢

.. THE WASHINGTON POST

Ea@& Pried

- Following are euscerpts
from the transcript >f con-
victed Watergate conspira-
tor E. Howard Hunt's ap-

:pearance before a federal -

. tagon Papers

grand jury in Washington,
D.C., last Wednesday. The ~
transcript was made avail-

able by attorneys for- Pen-

defendants,

Daniel Elilsberg and An-

thony Russo:

Assistant U.S, attorney
Earl Silbert: Well, let me
ask you this. You were taken
on as a consultant at the
‘White House on July 6, 1971?

E. Howard Hunt: Yes, sir,

Q. One of the first assign-
ments, and 1 think that you

" have testified to this before

" that with Mr.
- Liddy,

'

3

' your

. plain to
gentlemen of the.grand jury °

the grand jury, related to
the project involving the so-
called Pentagon Papers.

A. The leaks aftending

\them Yes, sir.

Q. And you worked on
G. Gordon
Js that correct?
A. That’s correct, sir. -
Q. And Mr. Young, David
Young, was also invclved in
. the project? N
A. As I have testifiod. Yes,
- sirs
Q I think you gave some
general description of what
various duties were,
but perhaps you could, ex-
the ladies land

. how it came about that in

connection to your assign- .
ment relating to the leaks,
the Pentagon Paper leaks,

.that you have information

relating to the break-in in
- the office of Mr. EL: sbergs
psychiatrist.

A, Yes, sir. My mlhal
work on the Pentagon Pap-
ers involved, - of course,
thoroughly familiarizing my-

" self with those portions of

5

the so-called Pentagon Pap-
-ers. which ﬂad appeared in
the press. °

We obtained initially from

“the White House news staff

copies of everything that

> had appeared in the various
. newspapers

to which’ Dr.
Ellsberg and his associates '
had given copies of these
-classified papers.

It them became incumbent
upon me to check those

- printed materials against the
 original sources.

“rangements were Irade

In doing so I saw that ar--
S0
that I was able to enter the
State Department fiie room
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and extract lt. well, from
the State Department file
room, watching cables or

- cables that would verify that

authenticity of the materials
that had aiready appeard in
the press.

. That was a long and rather
burdenqome task, as you
might imagine. 1 suppose
that I must have reviewed,
oh, 1 daresay, upwards- to
four or five thousand cables.

1 had made at the Depart-

ment of- State Xerox copies
of a large number of cables,
some of which you have, .l
believe, in your possession
to this day, Mr. Silbert.-
" Q. And those came from
your safe when the safe was
searched at the White House"
Is that correct, sir?

A, That was where 1 last ..
. saw them .

At this pomt as 1 have

testified to, a group came
into being which was simply,
for our purposes, known as
Room 186.
_ Mr. Young was there, Mr.
Liddy had a full time office
there, I had a part-time of-
fice there in addition to the
one that | had on the third
floor of the White House.
direction
of that group was -provided
by Mr. Egil Krogh, who at
that time, T believe, was the
principal deputy to Mr!John
Ehrlichman.

It became known to Mr.
Liddy and myself, and I be-
lieve it must have heen Mr.
Krogh who told us, that
there was an intense amount
of interest in Mr. Ellsherg.

" Mr. Elisberg had been in-
dicted not long before and
the White House had heen
receiving, I believe on a
daily basis, reports from the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion and other law enforce-
ment agencies of the govern-

“ment. I think there would be
" weekly summaries and com-

pilations, some of them
.rather elaborately indexed.

I was given access to all of
‘this materia} on an absolute-
1y routinc basis. T became
very familiar with the case
itself. ,

At that time, as T under-
stood it, there was some con-
cerns in the White House
about the appropriateness of
seeing the prosecution

“actually take place with re-

gard to Dr. Elisberg and his
assnciates, and I shared that
concern.

My own feelings

ithat he would probably be-

‘ came in .. .
‘ferring - to Federal Bureau

“and, as far as that goes, my-

: lawyer,
"woyld be well if something .

. materials, why can't we just'
" simply get the FBI to pro-

" lieve was’ provided by Mr.

. ‘be an appropriate unit for
being .

} was given to me, and I be- |

| lieve it was also by Mr.

Liddy, was that the White

House did not -have suffi--
cient confidence in the Sec- |
‘ ret -Service in order to en-+
trust them with a task of

this sort.

. . There came a tlme
shorth thereafter when 1t,
was suggested that perhaps.
the unit, which has been®
popularly describéd as “The'
Plumbers” in the press bué
which was never so calle
during my encumbency,:
might be able to undertakey
such an operation on. 1ts‘
own.

To that end. Mr. ledy
-and I were authorized to fly‘
out to the West Coast, Los”,
Angeles, in what month I
fean’t remember, but it .
should be a matter— E

Q. September 2, 19717

A. (No response.) N

Q. Assistant U.S. Attorney -

Donald Campbeli: You flew
out in August also.
- A. No, sir. T am actually :
speaking of . the earlier:
reconnaissance. ' '
Q. August 25—you and
Mr. Liddy traveled to Los
.Angeles and registered at .
the Beverly Hilton hotel.

A. That must be it. In.
any evenf, we were author- .
ized to make a preliminary :
vulnerability and feasibility ~
study for such an operation, '

Mr. Silbert: Who_author-
ized that, sir? '

-A. Mr. Krogh

Q. Did Mr. Young know
about that?

Y. Yes. ;

Q. Who else knew about |
1t? . . . Did any other offi-
cial know apout it? :

A. Not to my direct knowl- :
edge, No, sir. :

Q. To your mdxrect Knowl-
edge?

A. No, sir, not to my’
knowledge. I have no knowl-.
edge of whether other offi- -
cials might have known
about it. . . .

Although that certainly is-
not to say that there were
not others, because I don’t
know with whom Mr. Krogh
and Mr. Young might have
,been in consultation. :

So on or about August 25, °
as Mr. Campbell has 'indi-
cated, we did in fact fly to.
the Los Angeles area and
conduct an examination of
the external areas of Dr.
{Lewis] Fielding's office.

In iact, we passed _
throuzh the building one
evening, took some photo-

come a martyr in looking
at things politically, and I
felt that it was a poor judg-
ment to draw. * i .
" Nevertheless, the reports”
I am now re-

of Investigation reports . . .’
In any event, a picture of «
a man began to emerge that -
allows not only interest on
the part of certain White
House officials, and I'm not
gure who ail of them [are],
but certainly on-the parf of -
Mr. Krogh and Mr. Young,

self, to the extent that I was
a White House official, and
Mr. Liddy. . . .

It was felt, and 1 believe
Mr. Krogh, who was the
suggested - that it ;
couid—if some ‘way could
be found whereby a judg-
ment call could be made on”
Ellsherg in regard to his’
prosecutability.

. Extracts were made ‘of
materxal dealing with Dr.
Elisherg's rather peculiar
background, and we read
these excerpts and con-
cluded that the best instant .
sources of a full read-out, or :
a reasonably full read-out on
Dr. Elisberg would be
through whatever files the
psychiatrist had been main-
taining on him during the
period that Dr. Ensbcrg was
under analysis.

I don’t know who men-
tioned the possibility- of a -
bag job on the psychiatrist’s
office first, but in any event
it hecame a topic of low-key
conversation around the of-
fice.

At that time I was fairly
new to the White House. I
said, “Well, if ‘vou -want the

.

cure it?” )
The answer, whlch I he-

Liddy, was that in the last
{ive or six years, under Mr.-
Hoover's aegis, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation had
ceased training its ageunts in
entry operations, and that
the cadre that the bureau
used to maintain for this
type of operation was no
longer in existence.

1 recall raising the ques-
tion as to whether or not
the Secret Service might not

~uch a task. The reply that
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" graphs with’ a very special
" camera, and located where
Dr. Fielding's home was lo-
cated. We took the mileage
. and timed the. distance it
would take a man in aver-
. age traffic to drive between
: Dr. Fielding's home and his
. Beverly Hills office.
. We did a rather thor-
.ough, I think, professional '
. study of the objective. We
i took photographs outside ¢
¢ the building of the area it-’
7 self, and then we returned '
- to Washington and wrote up
our findings.

This took the form of —

! T don't believe it was formal . °
+ memorandum, but rather ar.
.. series of paragraphs that de-
’ seribed the operation or the '

' opérative circumstances:.

The photographs were
developed and attached, and *
-then the decision was
" awaited

7 1Q, Okay. To whom were :
. the findings and the photo- -
' graphs delivered? ot
i A. Well, 1. would have to.
< say u]hmately to Mr. Krogh.
."To the extent that'Mr. Liddy
‘-was in the office all time. '
'And he and I cooperated.in .
Jdrawing up the study. The
_‘ vulnerability study, I would
" have to say that when my
Q portion of it was finished, I~
left it with Mr. Liddy.
I would have to assume
. that he and .Mr. Young dis-'
! cussed it, as was their cus-
tomi, and then it/ went to Mr:
s Krogh, I was /not present
v when .the mglerial either
, was passed from hand to
“hand, or forwarded by Buck '
Slip. . / s
. A. The pictures that were -
"’taken, was Mr. Liddy in any !
of thns«> pictures? v
" A. Yes, sir, he was.

Q. Why was that?

. A. To provide a reason for . you ask 'me, Mr. Silbert, I
> taking the photographs on a
* particular street.

Q. 'I'm sorry, I don't

. know—understand that.

A. Well, it would be a little

.unusual for a man to stand
. in front of an office building
" and photograph it.
.~ Q. I see. So you wouldn’t

raise curiosity at the time
the photographs were being
.~ taken?
A Thats
Esir.
Q All nght what kind of
i special camera was this?
. A, It was a camera that
;. was conccaled inside a ‘to- "™
‘- bacco pouch, and it -was,
"fitted traversely into the
tobacco pouch. It was an
experimental model. /

Assistant U.S. Attorney

: Seymour Glanzer: Where'
. did you get this from? )
. A. It was issued by the
' Central Intelligence Agency.

' Q. How did you get that
.. issued?

. the representation
Krogh.
Q. To whom?
A, It was issued to me.
Q. But who did he make
these representations to?
A. 1 don't know.
Q. Who did you get it
“from?. -
A. It was given to me by a
- Technical Services represen-
" tative of the CIA.
' - Q. What's his name? )
;AL 1 don’t know.
Q. Where did you meet
' him?

same one that we used when

qther physical equipment..
Q. Where is this
house?

“the street. I don’t recall the
number . . .

Q. You don’t recall the
address now

A, No, sir, 1 don't It was.
a modern apartment build-
ing.
the ordinary. .

Q. Do you recall that
. person that’ you _spoke to
there gave you the equip-
ment?

A. I could identify

from a photlograph, but I

and I have never Seen hun
,since, to my knowledge. .

Q. Now, Mr. Hunt, dxd
‘you reccive a camera from’:
the Central
Agency at a time different
than you
identification
your disguise?

A. Yes, sif.

‘ papers

safehouse?

guise .. .

fication papers with respect
. to George Leonard?
A. Yes, sir.

correct. ch

that was when you received
your identification papers
with respect to Ed Warren?
A. Yes, sir. .
our documents and physical
“disguises at different places
at different times. I was
present when Mr. Liddy re-
,ceived his physical dis-
‘guise. , . .
Q. Is the place that you
went to to rececive the cam-
" era, is that [the] safehouse
that you went to to reccive
your disguise and false docu-
mentation, or ‘is there a
third safehouse involved?
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A. It was issued through
of Mr..

~the

A.In a safe house, the '
we were given disguises and:
safe
A. It’s up on upper Massa- .

© chusetts Ave. near the cath- -
" edral on the west side of

It was nothing out of .

him -

had never seen him before, -

Intelligence

received your '
and
: | said, through, Mr. Young?

Q. Was that at the same: ;

recall a second safehouse,
but that was a safehouse :
that Mr. Liddy went to when
he was given a physical dis--

Q. And at the time he was |
given .the disguise, is that
* when he obtained his identi- *

Q. 'And at the time that
you received your disguise; /i
- CIA contacts, I could come"* -
" up with a team capable lo

. We received .~
" into

A. 1 don’t recall a third "
safehouse. I recall only a
second safehouse. That was
where Mr. Liddy was also
- given instructions in the use

. of the camera.

By Mr: Glanser: On each

- occasion did Mr. Krogh ar- -

“ range this? Did you operate

through Mr. Krogh.

A. 1 operated through Mr.
Krogh to answer your gen-
'eral question, but I had been

- given a sterile number -at .
Intelligence

"*Central
Agency to call when a ma-
teriel requirement needed to-

be met.
Q. What's a sterile num.

" ber? ' .
A. An unhsted number

where billings are not re-
flected.
Q. Who gave you that
umber"
. 1t was given’ to me by
:the technwal services repre-
sentative who first called
me. ‘
Q. So I take it you made.
the call to this sterile num-:

"’ber in order to set up this

second safehouse meetmg"
A. That’s right. He simply -

- said, go to such and such:

. an address on Massachusells !
-Avenue "at 10 o'clock and
" knock four times on room-
240, or whatever it was. That

: would be all there was to
“'it, Then there were unfami-.
' liar men in there.

By Mr. Silbert: "All right.-

. Would you proceed? We
" were at the situation where
you went out and you had
;.taken some photographs.
: You had made a report as
* you have described it of your

findings, and Lo your knowl-

"‘edge it was finally submitted
.. to Mr. Krogh, probably, you

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then what was the next

1

i 1 event?
A. I'm not-sure. Now that v

" A. 1 should ask at this
point that our recommenda-
tibns were of a positive na-

~ ture, We felt that the opera-
tion could be performed,.

It was pointéd out 0 us,

- and this had been the under-
standing all along, that no

. one with any association
*with the White House could
be involved in any way di-

: rectly with such an opera-

' tion. ,

‘So I was asked whether
or not as a result of my old

. make such an entry.

I said that I would, 100k
it, and I must have
gone down to Miami at that
time to interview Mr. Bar-
ker and some of his associ-
ates, although I have no par-

7 ticular recollection of it.

Mr. Barker said that he
would be very glad to help
in a national security opera-
tion, which is how I descrlb-;

E ed the operation to him.

1 met Mr. Martinez and;
Mr, TFelipe DeDiegn very:
briefly. 1 incorporated .
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my observations .of the
"Cuban part of the entry
team in a memorandum so,
that the whole proposition -
~was available for whoever:
"was going to make the fmal
, decision.

I do not recall the exact
date when these decisions '
were made, but it was not
" terribly Iong before the ae-
tual entry.

One of us must have
pointed out -that the Labor
Day weekend wou. ~ nrovide
-an ideal opportur’,v for'
such an - entry opt dmn,
and so we established ; ' or !
Day weekend "as D-iw
" counting back D minus on..
and so forth . ..

s+ Mr. Liddy and I proceeded

* by way of Chicago, where

. we picked up a Minolta cam-

- era at a large camera store

:-under an alias, We picked up .

’ some walkie-talkies at Allied ;

' Radio which is headquarterv
_ed in Chicago, and took the -
' next plane out to Los Ange-

. les from there. N :

h

We were united with the
‘ three men from Miami, and
I beliéve—thal" evening we !
* familiarized them with -the
area under the mghttlme]
operating conditions. . .

We had the rented cars.!
We had the walkie-talkies, I.
-believe four of them in'
' number. !

We knew where Dr.. Ells-’
~berg was. We. knew from
previous reconnaissance that
the building was not locked,
and that access was qulle
feasible because a cleaning

. woman was there for sev-
eral hours during the night,
, and both the front and rear :
doors were customauly left
' open. '
"We wanted a pretext en-
try, a fact that was obtained -
.by equipping two of the:
men from Miami with de-
livery men’s clothing and a.’
large green suitcase which
" actually’ carried the camera
equipment inside it.

The suitcase itself was
adorned with Air Express .
invoices and stickers, “Rush
Immediately” to Dr. Field-

ing.. - !
" On the basis of the appear- !
ance of that object, repre. .
sentations = were actually '
made to the cleaning woman
and she admitted these two
gentlemen into the Fleldmg |
office.
- They simply deposited the .
““suitcase inside the office, -:
Then, to the best of my re- .-
collection, thy punched the .
unlocking button on the in-
side of the door and de- !
parted.

Later on that night I'was °
stationed al Dr. Fielding's
residence to make sure [hnt
his car, remained in his gar-
age, Mr. Liddy was cruising
the general area around—l
can't even remember (ho
Aane of the strect i HRvei
iy Hills, but it was South

r‘éve. possibly. . .,
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I think that they went in
around 11. In any event, I

" was satisfied that Fielding

was not goiing te leave. I

: more or less put him to bed,
,and then 1 came back to-

. the downtown section of'

. Beverly Hills.

1 drove -around the area’

; and saw nothing that would '

disturt me. I went up to the.
Beverly Hilton where I had

- of Dr. Fielding. -

I understood subseq uently

* when the operatior was com-

pleted, that the entry had
been accomplishec. but that .

it had to be accomplished, "

through the use of force;
that is to say that entry had

_.been made at the rear of
' the building because the ;
" cleaning lady had gone

home, being Saturday night -
or a holiday weckend, or
whatever, so that the doors
were nol open as we had

. expected.

Eihter twd or three men
went into the office, pried
open a filg, a patient file,
and began—again, this is
hearsay—examined it as
they were told to do just
- before ‘they entered in the
peration. They were told to
look/for any file, any mater-

" ial on Ellsberg, and to dis-

~regard anything else.

It was reported to me

+, that they had gone through

- office,
. his desk, and that theie had

every file in Dr. Fielding's
including the one in

! been absolutely no material

- in with the name

of Ells-

. berg on it of any sort.

"era shot of at least one,
- not two, of-the open files

They took a Polaroid cam- |
if

., in the file cabinels, or the

file drawers, by way of in-
dicating that the job had
actually been accomplished.

We met back in the Bev-

“ erly Hilton for a discussion

- of the operation.

Nothing

. evolved {rom it. They were

v
i
h
i

told to take. the next plane .
out of town, and Mr. Libhy

" and I departed subsequently..

Q. Now the records that . -
;> you submitted to the White

House for reimbursement as
a consultant show that for
the dates Sept. 2, Sept. 3,
Sepl. 4 you clairned eight
hours' work each day, and. ,
Sept. 5 — cight hours’ work.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that compensation
that you claimed from the
White House was for . carry-
ing out that assignment?

A, Yes, sir, or so Ixcon
. strued it . -

Q. Now, when you return-
ed to Washington, to whom
did you report?

A. At about 4 in the morn-
ing immediately following

! the entry, we were all back

’

the 'hotel. NMr. Liddy

g placed a prearranged call to
° Mr. Krogh.

Q. And advised him of the

« results of your operation?

A. And advised him very .

" briefly. He didn't say ‘that °

we hadn't gotten. anything,
but it was just to say that

the entry had been conduct- .

ed without mterference
Q. But of cours2 you ob-

tamed nothing irom that '

-entry.
A. That is correct.

Q. Did you use in any way .

i him .by Mr.

Q. Or in the like fashion?

A. No, sir. Well, possibly
I can get to what you you
want,

Following ‘our post-opera-

" tion briefing of Mr. Krogh,
" there entered a dlSCUSSlon,
“and I 'don’t know whether "

for that operation the dis- ¢

guises that had been furnish. ..*
a line of sight of the office } ed to you by the Central In-’

telllgence Agency?

A. I did ‘not personally on -

that night. It was dark and
/I didn't need it. .

Q. Did you make any fur:
ther report, or was any fur-
ther report made besides the '
-prearranged call to Mr.

Krogh-in the early morning
hours following entry?

A. Yes, sir. When Mr. Lid-~
dy, and I returned to Wash- -

ington ‘we made a full re-
port of it to Mr. Krogh and
Mr. Young.

Q. Was it a joint briefing,

* or what form did your re-

port take?
. A. 1 don’t 'recall writing

anything. The fact of the .
‘. matter is that Mr. Krogh

didn’t, want to hear very

much about it because we:

had ‘been unsuccessful.
- As I'recall, he came down
from his regular office on

. the. first floor by prearrange-
- ment, and we discussed it

with him for 15 or 20 min-
utes, possibly a half an hour,

We told him what had
‘happened, that there were
no fingerprints left behind.
It was a clean operation, but
it had failed to produce.

Q. And you,_ told that to
both Mr. Young and Mr.
Krogh. Is that correct?

A. I don’t know about the
same time, but Mr. Young
certainly knew that. Yes, sir.

Q. Now the funds for this

" operation, where did you ob- ',

-tain the. funds

A.! The funds were handed,
just before we left for Cali-'
fornia that weekend, to the
‘best of my recollectlon by
Mr. Krogh directly to Mr.
Liddy.

‘Q. Did Mr. Young know
that funds were being sup-
plied?

A. He would have {o.

Q. What funds were pro-
vided to the three men from
Miami; (hat is, Mr. Barker,
Mr. DeDiego, and Mr. Mar
tinez?

A, Certainly their plane -

fares, .and..a moderate

-amount of money to reim- .

burse them for the time lost
in the veal estate business.

‘Mr. Glanser: Were you .a
party to any other opera-
tions aimed at Mr. Ellsberg
or anybody related to Mr.
Daniel Ellsberg - i

A. To the best of my re-
collection, no. ’

Q. Are you aware of any
other attempts to obtain in-
formation about Dr, Ells-
berg -in this fashion?

A. No, sir.

Approved For Release 2001I08I07 CIA-RDP77- 00432R000100160001-9

128"

Mr. Krogh brought it up,
wether Mr. Liddy .did, or
whether I did, but we sug-
gested that if in fact there
was an Ellsberg psychiatric

! file, it might conceivably be '

“kept at Dr. Fielding’s home.

]

3

i weeks,

Some discussion in the ;
! next few days, possibly even
was made as o

“‘whether or not this was a.

‘adwsed of this operation

‘knowledge of that,

. viable type of appreach, and} a~
1t finally decided that it was
nol

We were told Just sxmply
to forget it.

Mr. Silbert: Now did there :
else, to' your knowledge, was -

with respect to Dr. Ells.
berg’s office afler the fact, ''
that is- after the operation
had been completed? ’

A. No, sir. I have ho

Sy

Q. Did you éver have a dls- i

" cussion with anyone else

- about this subjéct. matter?

A. 1 attempted to on ohe
occasion, but I was unsuc- .
, cessful. : .

Q. With whom did you at-
tempt to have it? - o

A. 1 entered the office of
Mr. Charles Colson, prob-
- ably on the Monday or Tues:
day—in any event, the day-:
following. our ° return to.
Washington, : -

I had in my hand at that Umled States governmenty

Ytime a photograph of the’
rifled safe. I' arrived, at his ¢
office before he did, I simply e
sat there and Mr, Colson-
came in,

He came in with 3 long > nard Melloy.

stride, and I said, “I have-

« something that m_ight be of ‘v

interest to-you. It has to do -
- with my activities thls pa';t

i~ weekend.”

He said, “I don't want to
hear anythmg ahout them,”
and went on mto his office.
- Q. Did" you ever have:a
conversation with Mr. Jdohn

,Ehrlichman relating to this
‘‘operation?

* Mr.

A. No, sir. At any time.

Q. To your knowledge did ,
Liddy ever have a con- |
versation with Mr. Ehrlich.
.man concerning this break-.-

"ing in?

A. To nlv knowled;ze, no.’

‘T never heard it alluded to

Q. Specifically, did Mr.
Ehrlichman ever direct you

-not to commit such an act

again? .
A. Personally? o
Q. Personally. !
A. No, sir. 1 met Mr. Ehr-

. lichman only once in my.,

life, and that was in June.
Q. When was that?

A. That was on the day
approximately when my
plan began at the White-

" other

e
©very well be—and of course

St

v psych]atric unit set up a

" Melloy -

" House. I was’ introduced ﬁ"
Colson. | M
Q. Did you ever have anyy
conversation, other~
than that one occasion, thh 5
. Mr. Ehrlichman? .

A, No,; sitt’ Now' it - may
I am not innocent of what:
Mr. Ehrlichman has" said in
the newspaper. 1 have. been
studying it all morning here.’

I would construe Mr. Ehr-
* lichman’s refusal to partici-
pate in another operation in
these terms. He simply said
to Krogh, if he said th\at—-
was . probably, ‘“forget
about it. Don’tdo it, or don’t
" do something: like’ " that
again.” .It would have been
the equivalent of tellmg us
not to «do this . :

When Krogh had told us
* to forget ahout it, that to

me would be the. cquxvalent
of his superior tgllmg hin‘l

. # to knock it'off,
come a time when anyone; '

Q. Let. me ask you thls.,
With tespect to- Dr. Ells-!

" berg, do you know, or were’

you ever aware of any other:
attempts to obtain lnforma-
‘tion about Dr. Ellsberg's.

‘. psychiatric profile or his:

background profile in any

manner, shape or form? ,
A. Well some months sub

sequent to that, it occurre

" to me that the CIA mlght

be halpful in providing such
-a psychiatric profile. .

Q. So what did you do?
" A. How did 1 arrange
that" I asked—I suggested
*to David Young—I sai
“After all, we had a whole

i

. the ' Central Intelligencd
Agencv to provide, in effect;
second-hand profiles of pers
.sons of interest to th%

‘ That is an activity that haé‘
heen gomg on for many-
years.”

I hapgened to know th
chlef of the unit, Dr. Ber-
I mentioned’
his name to Mr. Young, and/
Mr. Young, I believé, was,
instrumental in brmxzmg Dr.*
Melloy to our office m Room
16.

At this time we dl:cussed
what was required of him;
and he said that he would
consult. with the chief of ‘se-
curity at Central Intelligence)
Agency. In due course w
embarked upon a program |
which we assisted Dv. Melloy:
by providing him excerpty
of FBI reports and other mas
terials relating to Dr. Ellg
berg so that he could con“
‘struct this sort of psychiatrie
profile. “»t

Admittedly lt's, second?
hand, but our office had
been interested in.it in the,
first place.

Q. Did he provide such a
report?

. A, He did. !

Q. To whom did he pro
vide it?

A. Well, he provided it—ity
was transferred from Dr,
prohably . to  Mr. i
Young or té Mr. Krogh by
memorandum. I don’t know’

. to whom; I didn't see it .. ;.
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Justice Had Hunt’s Tlle
@n Eﬁsb@rg Last July

By George Lardner Jr.
Washington Post Staff Writer

For 10 months, the Justice.
Department had in its pos-

- session a file from the

3

White House on Danfel Ells-'

berg, compiled by Watergate

- conspirator E. /Howard’

" Hunt. :

It contained three copies:
of a 28-page chronology of

. Ellsberg’s life, including no-
tations of private phone
calls and v1sxts he had made’
to two psychiatrists.

On Friday this file was fi-°
‘nally turned over to the fed-'
eral judge in Los Angeles
who- is ‘presiding at Ells
berg’s trial on charges of
stealing the Pentagon Pa-
pers. It may have a material’
bearing on the outcome of
the trial because it is now,
known that Hunt and his’
partner in the Watergate
case, G. Gordon Liddy, di-
rected the -break-in at the
office of Ellsberg's. psychia-
trist in California in 1971 to
.obtain his medical records.

It is also known now that
‘the secret investigation of
Ellsberg by Hunt and Liddy
was ordered by White
:House employees ' working'
,under then Presldential
'assistant John D, Ehrhch-
.man.

It is also known that with,
Hunt’'s “Elisberg” file --al-
ready in hand, the FBI in-
terviewed Ehrlichman last
July 21 about “the activities
-of Hunt and Liddy while
they were under his
(Ehrlichman’s) employment
:at the White House.”

Yet it was not until two
weeks ago that Ehrlichman’s
familiarity with Hunt and,
Liddy’s “in-depth investiga-

tion” of Ellsberg 'was dis-

closed.

The failure of the Justice

Department to divulge to
the court before now the
contents of the Ellsberg file
and its failure to notify
.those involved in the trial of
‘the White House investiga-
tion of Ellsberg is unex-
plained. -

Two of the principal Jus-
tice Department figures in
the Watergate investigation:
have no recaollection of why
those disclosures were not.
made.

The FBI refuses comment )
So does Earl J. Silbert, the-
chief assistant U.S. altorney
here, who had physical cus-
tody of the Ellsberg file
last summer.

“We were mvestlgatmg
the Watergate,” Silbert said.
«f didn’t know anything’
more about the Ellsberg
case than any other citizen.”

Silbert also declined to
diseuss last July’s FBI inter-

‘view of Ehrlichman, which’
was undertaken at Silbert'’s:
equest.

The chronology is this: -

FBI agents first contacted
‘the White House to inquire
'about Hunt's work there on
June 17, 1972, hours-after.
the break-in at Democratic
National Committee’s head-
quarters in the Watergate
office building.

Ten days later, on June
27, according to memoranda
submitted for the record at

‘ former FBI chief: L. Patrick
"Gray's ill-fated Senate con-

firmation hearings, then
White House Counsel John
,W. Dean and his aide, Fred
‘Fielding, handed FBI agents
two cardboard boxes full of
Hunt's effects from his oi-\
fice at the Executive Office
Building. .

An inventory of ‘the para-
phernalia and documents,’
which had been temporarily
stored in Dean’s White
House office after the
Watergate- arrests, was Set
down in a pair. of memos
dated last July 3.

The list included a .25 cal,
automatic, with a clip of’
ammunition; microphones, -
antenna leads, earphones.
and other electronie equip-,
ment, and various docu-
ments such as “one brown
envelope marked ‘Howard.
Hunt, Eyes Only, Personal,
Unclasmﬂed' ”. six brown,
envelopes wlth classified
material relating to the Pen-.
tagon Papers, and “one tan
folder marked ‘Ellsberg’
containing numerous papers
concerning one Daniel Ells-v
berg.” ;

On June 28, The Washing-

‘ton Post reported last week,

was given more documents
from Hunt's Executive Of-.
fice Building safe during a
White House meeting with
Ehrlichman and Dean. Dean
is said to have warned. Gray
‘that the two folders, which
‘included fabricated State
Department _cables about
the late President John F.

acting FBI Director - Gray
Kennedy and -a Chappaquid-
dick dossier on Sen, Edward
M. Kennedy. (D-Mass.),
should “never see the light
of day.”

' Gray, sources said, kept
the documents in his apart-
ment closet for several days
and then destroyed them on
July 3. .

The acting FBI director,
who resigned under fire last.
week, made no mention at
his confirmation hearings of
a joint meeting with Ehrl-.
jchman and Dean. Gray,
submitted a purportedly ex-
haustive list of his contacts
with the two White House

aides for the Senate record

but for June 28, he noted
meeting only wlth Ehrlich-
man at 6:30 p.m. that day to.

‘discuss “safeguarding inves-

tlgatwe procedures against
leaks.”

That pxeoccupatnon was
also reflected in Gray’s_
other contacts with the two -
men. Three of his five com-’
munications with Ehrlich-

.man during the Watergate’

investigation last year and’
13 of his contacts with Dean
dealt with leaks of informa-

-tion and precautions to plug_

them.
It was not until last July

“17 that steps were taken to’

interview Ehrlichman about
substantive matters. ¥
On that date, Gray later.
reported in a memo for thé
Senate record, Assistant
U.S. Attorney Silbert, the’
.chief prosecutor in the
Watergate case, asked the
Washington, D.C., FBI office,
to talk with Ehr]lchman
Silbert, the memo stated,
.wanted the FBI “to inter-
view Mr, ~Ehrlichman " re-
garding the activities of
Hunt and Liddy while they'
were under his employment
at the White House and to
obtain any documents per-
taining to travel and ex-
‘pense accounts at the Whlte
House of Hunt and Liddy.” '
It took three days to get
the clearance. The Washing-
ton FBI office teletyped
Gray for “authonty for this’
interview.” Gray told Assist-
ant FBI Director ~Charles,
Bates, whose general mves-
tigative division was super-’
vising the Watergate probe,’
to check with "Assistant At-

torney General Henry BE.

Petersen. Bates did, assur-

ing Petersen that the inter-,
view “would be directed at.
specific matters,” and Peter-

sen gave his approval.

‘. Apprised of that on .fuly'

‘20, Gray said he gave the go-
ahead. Ehrlichman was fi+
nally “interviewed on July
21 in Mr. Dean’s presence.”
The scope and results of
that questioning have not

‘been made public. By prose-
cutor Silbert’s account, how-:
ever, .it was not until 2%.

weeks ago that he heard of

the burglary at the Béverly

Hills office of Ellsberg s psy-
chiatrist. -

In an April 18 memo
made public over govern-
ment protests at Ellsberg’s
Pentagon Papers trial last
week, Silbert told Assistant

Attorney General Petersen

that on Sunday, April 15,
1973,
tion that at a date unspeci-
fied, Gordon Liddy and

“I received informa-

»Howard Hunt burglarized-
the offices of a psychiatrist
of Daniel Ellsberg to obtain
"the psychiatrist’s files relat-
: ing to Ellsberg.”

+  The burglary, it has since -

- turned out, was reported
Sept. 4, 1971, to the Beverly
Hills, Calif., police, and had

. apparently taken place the
night before. Hunt, a $100 a-
day White House consultant

, at the time, and Liddy, a
full time employee, were both

reported by The Washington

Star-News to have returned

East on a Sept. 4 flight under

assumed names,

In addition, Hunt billed

. the White House for a con-
sultant’s fee -on Sept. 3, the *
day of the break-in. $
+  According to-the govern-.
‘ment account now unfold.-
/ing, however, it was not un._
til Friday of last week, Aprxl
27, in a fresh FBI interview,
that Ehrlichman acknowl-
edged undertaking a secret-
-White House investigation’
.of the Pentagon Papers leak
‘at President Nixon's explicit
direction—an inquiry, Ehrl-
.ichman told the FBI, that.
led to the hiring of Hunt
and Liddy and, in turn, to
their West Coast break-in.!
Ehrlichman 'told the FBI
that “when he learned about
‘the burglary, he instructed
them ‘not to do this again.’ »

Government prosecutors’
at the Ellsberg trial, mean-
while, have been under
court order since April,
1972, to disclose any mate-

‘rial from government files

-which might exculpate—or

-tend to establish the inno-

,cence of—Elisberg or co-de-
.fendant Anthony J. Russo,

. This chronology is incom-.
plete. It does not explain.
why—given the strong inter-
est of the government in the’
Ellsberg case—the separate'
investigation of Ellsberg by -
the White House was not
,fully explored by Justice. It
does not explain why Ehrl-{
ichman’s account of the
"West Coast break-in was not’
obtained until nearly 10.
months after Hunt’s interest :
—~and the White House in-
terest—in Ellshberg were
‘known to both Justice and
‘the FBI. It does not explain
‘why, at the mimimum, the
‘Hunt file on Ellsberg was'
.not turned over to Ellsberg's’
prosecutors or to the court
‘months ago.

. One of the officials in-
volved in the Watergate in-
vestigation last summer had
.a theory. The Hunt-Ellsberg:
connection, he said, proba-
bly was simply overlooked
in the press of other events;

probbly it got lost in the

Justice Department maze. .

The Ellsberg trial judge,
W. Matt Byrne Jr., said this
week that he would seek his
own answers. The Justice,

- Department, he said, would
be forced to prove that its
case was not tainted.
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CIA Dector.

‘Overruled
On Ellsberg

BAEPEE S

-

By Thomas O'Toole
Washington Post Btaff Writer

' The White House ordered
the Central Intelligence
gency to provide it with_ a
psychiatric profile of Daniel,
Ellsberg over the objections’
of the chief of the CIA’s
bsychiatric division, accord-
g to informed services.
* These sources said White
House aides Egil Krogh and
Pavid Young told the CIA
o construct for them a be-
havior profile of Ellsberg,
even though the CIA’s Dr.
Bernard Melloy told his su-
periors such a task was an
error in judgment. Melloy
fvas ordered by his superiors'
to put the profile together
4nd provide it to Krogh and-
}'oung‘ . NS
« “Melloy did not want to
do it,” one source insisted.
YHis orders to do it came,
from inside the Central In-
felligence Agency and out-
side the Central Intelliger}ce-,
Agency, namely the White
g'iouse.” ‘
. Before the White House,
drdered up Ellsberg’s pro-
file from the CIA, convicted
‘atergate conspirator E.
Howard Hunt had been pro-
vided with cameras, “safe”
Bouses, unlisted telephones,
disguises and even burglary
gquipment by the CIA. -
 Hunt had been a CIA
agent from 1849 to 1970, but
4 reliable source said the
IA helped Hunt because he:
was working for the White
House and not because he
was a former agent who was
¥nown to many CIA employ-:
des. .
+ “With the exception of
ane or two people, nobody
Hunt dealt with at the CIA
knew him from his CIA
days,” the source said. "'I"he
people who were dealing
with Hunt’s requests pre.
sumed he was  making an
unusypal but legitimate re-
uest in .the name of the
hite House.”

. Hunt testified .before a

anmee

federal grand jury last week

that the CIA gave him,
among other things, an ex-
verimental camera  that
could be concealed in a to-
bacco pouch. '

» Hunt told the grand jury
that he used the camera to
spcretly photograph the qf-
fices of Beverly Hills psychi-

dtrist Lewis Fielding, which

Hunt and others burglarized

ih August, 1971, with CIA-

provided tools in a search
for Fielding's files on Ells-
bexg. s
2 “The agency never knew.

WASHINGTON STAR
8 May 1973

The CIA and Ellsberg

On and on come the ugly revela-
tions, the almost daily disclosures of
how this nation’s political and judicial
processes have been manipulated and
corrupted. Now we learn that the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency shares heavi-
ly in the responsibility for the Ellsberg
case, which if not directly related to
Watergate nevertheless helped set the
stage for it and is indisputably part of
the same poisonous syndrome. -

Start with the premise that, for its
own purposes, the. CIA had no interest
in digging up damaging information
on Daniel Ellsberg and his role in
leaking the Pentagon papers in June,
1971. But the White House surely did.
And someone at the White House, pos-
sibly John Ehrlichman, induced some-

one high at CIA, probably General
Robert E. Cushman, to authorize the
use of the agency’s clandestine serv-
ices in the burglary of the éffice of
Ellsberg’s psychiatrist. That hap-
pened in September, 1971, while Rich-
ard Helms was still head of CIA .and
two months before General Cushman
left his post as deputy director of the
agency to become commandant of the
Marine Corps. Meanwhile, and just as
disturbing, the head of CIA’s psycho-
logical assessment unit was directed
(by whom?) to cooperate with the
White House in working up a psycho-
logical profile of Ellsberg. .

At this point, the CIA-Ellsberg epi-
sode is subject to any number of inter-
pretations. Loose threads and unan-
swered questions are everywhere. Yet
‘even an interpretation most favorable
to the agency leads to conclusions that
are devastating. : )

The CIA, in brief, has been used’
and compromised and discredited in
somewhat the same way that the FBI,
under Patrick Gray, was used and
compromised and discredited in the

Watergate investigation. Perhaps it.
was the guiltier of the two. For the-
CIA lent its offices to the perpetration; -
of a shoddy crime, to the trampling of - |
civil liberties-and to a domestic sur- _
veillance operation that by law it had
no business conducting even indirect-
ly. . .

: It is difficult to believe that
Helms, a canny and professional man,:
would have known all this beforehand
and consented to such an improbable
venture as the Hunt-Liddy burglary of"
the psyct.atrist’s office. Of course,:
anything is possible, as the nation hag
learied with relentless regularity the
last few weeks. .

' General Cushman, even if his im-
plication in the affair can be partially
explained as unthinking, has a great
deal to answer for. He is, to be sure, a
distinguished military officer. He is
also a longtime friend and supporter
of the President’s. Those two things
need not have been incompatible. But

. in this case, apparently, they were. In
the anything-goes pattern of Water-
gate, an otherwise decent man ap-
pears to have blocked off conscience
and good judgment, and gone along
with whatever the White House re-
quested. ’ .

At first the Watergate scandal
was said to be the work of a few ideo-
logical zealots. Lately, it has been
fashionable to lay the blame on men'
close to the President with a super-
loyal, ad-agency turn of mind. But the.
web of Watergate-Ellsberg spreads
much farther than that. In.the FBI, in

Justice, now in the CIA, it involves

men and vital institutions the Ameri-

can public should have had every rea-
son to trust, but now-do not. Aside.
from the diminished stature of the
presidency itself, that is what is hard-
.est to take. ’

how Hunt was using the.

cafhera and other equip-
ment,” one source said. “The

‘agency people who provided.

}gunt with this equipment
never asked him what he
Was planning to do with it.”?
®The same source said the!
dIA finally refused Hunt’s
rpquests when they grew too
demanding. The source said
that Hunt began by asking
for the camera, then dis-
guises, then unlisted phones,
then burglary equipment
and then “safe” houses for:
ebuipment transfers and
other operations. .
MG was one thing to pro-
vide. Hunt with a camera,”
the source said, “and an-
other to give him safe
houses. The CIA finally
turned him off.”

*When the breakdn at
tHe offices of Ellsherg's

‘sychiatrist failed. to pro-

duce any files on Ellsberg,’
Junt recommended to his
‘White House superiors that
they approach the CIA di-.

- rectly for a psychiatric pro-
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ifle on Ellsberg.

!The CIA did not have any
such profile on Ellsberg, but
Hunt knew the CIA had a
psychiatric division that did
béhavioral profiles on world
leaders. The most celebrated
of these profiles was the one
i% did of Nikita S. Khrush-
chev in 1961, just before the
14te President Kennedy met
with the former Soviet
ldader in Vienna for summit
talks.

*Sources said that Hunt
never directly . approached
the CIA . about an Elisberg
profile. What Hunt did,
séurces said, was provide’
scraps of information about.
Ellsberg to his White House:
superiors, who then turned’
them over to the CIA for
the construction of Ells-;
berg’s profile. - !

+Hunt’s White House supe-'
riprs were identified as Egil

30

Krogh and -David Young. At
the time, Krogh was a dep-
ugy to domestic adviser
John D. Ehrlichman and
Ypung was on the staff of
the National Security Coun-
cfl. Krogh is on leave of ab-
sence from- his current job
as under secretary of trans-
portation. Young has re-
signed.

:The request ‘for Ellsberg’s
behavioral profile went
through an entirely differ-
ent branch of the CIA,
which had no knowledge of
Hunt’s prior requests. The
later request was never
made by Hunt, but by
Krogh and Young,

In any event, the requests
first came to the CIA’s Mel-
loy, who objected on
grounds that it had nothing
to do with the CIA's mis-
sion. Sources said Melloy
was ordered to comply with
the request, which he did,

¢
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Text of McCord Memo Charging Plot to Blame C.LA. for

Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, May 8—
Following is the text of a
memorandum submitted yes-
terday by James W. McCord"
Jr. to the Senate Watergate
investigating committee and

Federal prosecutors in the:

case:

Subject: Pressure on ‘the’

defendants to blame the
Watergate operation on C.L A"
I have previously referred
to political pressure which’
was applied to the seven
Watergate defendants. .
One area of pressure
which was applied was that
“of December, 1972, in which
intense pressure was applied
on some of the defendants
to falsely claim for purposes
of a defense during the trial
in January, 1973, that the'
Watergate operation was a
C.LA. operation. This would
have had the effect of clear-
ing the Committee for the
- Re-election of the President
and the White House of re-
sponsibility for the operation.
In two separate meetings
in December, 1972, it was
suggested that I use as my
defense during the trial the
false story that the operation
was a C.ILA. operation. I re-
fused to do so. ' :

Cuban Money Charged

- 1 was - subsequently in-
formed by Bernard Barker.
.just before the trial began in
January,” 1973, that E. How-
ard Hunt and other unnamed
‘ persons in Miami had brought
.intense pressure to bear
against the Cuban-Americans

who were defendants to use.

the same story as their de-
fense, that my stand taken
against it had been the de-
cisive factor causing this’
ploy to.be dropped, and that
Hunt was very bitter about
it. Hunt’s bitterness was lat-
er revealed early in the trial
when the 'Cubans advised
that Hunt had said that I
“was responsible for our be-
ing in the plight we were in
for not going along with the’
C.LA. thing.” R
At a later time, I heard-
from Barker that he had been
told that Cuban money was

suspected of being funneled
into the McGovern campaign.
1 have no knowledge that
this suspicion was ever veri-
fied. ¢

The two December, 1972,
meetings with me were on
December 21, 1972 and on
December 26, 1972. Present
at the first meeting with me
‘at the Monocle Restaurant in
Washington, D.C., were Ger-
ald Alch and Bernard Shank-
man, my attorneys. Present-
at the second meeting was
Gerald Alch, and the meeting
was at his offices in Boston,
Mass. - .

In the first meeting, Alch
stated that he had just come
from a meeting with William
O. Bittman, attorney for E.
Howard Hunt, and I received
the impression in the discus-

‘sion that followed that Alch
was conveying an idea of
request from Bittman. There
followed a suggestion from
Alch that I use as my defense.
during the trial the story that
the Watergate operation was
a C.ILA. operation.

I heard him out on the
suggestion, ~which included-
questions as to whether I
could ostensibly have been
recalled from retirement from
C.LA. to participate in the
operation. He said that if so,
my personnel records at
C.LA. could be doctored to
reflect such a recall.” He
stated that Schlesinger, the
new director of C.I.A. whose
appointment had just been
announced, “could be sub-
.poenaed and would go along-
with {t.”,

Support for Gray Cited .

I had noted in the news-
papers of that day, Dec. 21,
1972, that it had been an-
nounced by the White House
that Schlesinger would take
over as director of C.LA,
and that it had been decided
that Pat Gray would be sup-
ported by the White House
‘to be permanent director of
the F.B.L ’
. Alch went on to mention:
testimony, or a statement,
made to Federal authorities
by ~Gary Bittenbender, a
metropolitan _police depart--
ment undercover police offi-
cer, whom I had seen at the

-courthouse on June 17, 1972,

when the five of us who wére
arrested were arraigned, in
which  Bittenbender, pur-
portedly claimed that I had
told him that day that the
Watergate operation was a
«C.LLA. operation. I advised
Alch that if Bittenbender had
made®such a statement under.
'oath that he had perjured
himself, and that I had not-
made such a claim. .

Bittenbender can be inter-
viewed to determine the’ cir-
cumstances under which he
had made such a statement,
and whether his statement
was in fact an honest error
of impressions based on.
events which occurred in’
court on. that day, which
‘could have misled him. Those
were that some of us were’
identified in the hearing in.
court as formerly connected
with C.LA. :

Alch went on to" mention.
the name of Victor Marchetti'

- whom he was considering

calling to describe C.LA.

‘training in which its em-

ployes were trained to deny
C.IA. sponsorship of an op-
eration if anything went
wrong” and its participants
were arrested. He also re-
quested that I meet with him
in Boston on Dec. 26, 1972,
which I did: There he opened
the discussion by showing
me a written statement of
an interview with Bittenben-
der -in which Bittenbender
claimed that on June 17,
1972, 1 had told him that the
Watergate operation was a
C.ILA, operation. 1 repeated
to Alch my.earlier-statement,
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that Bittenbender had either
perjured himself, or had
made a false statement to
Federal authorities. I told
Alch that I would not use as
my defense: the story that the
operation was a C.LA. opera-
tion because it was not true.’

In addition, I told him that
even if it meant my freedom,
I would not turn on the or--
ganization that had émployed
me for 19 years, and‘wrongly

deal such a damaging blow:

that it would take years for
it to recover from it, and
finally that I believed that
organization to be one of the
finest organizations of any

kind in the world and would
not let anyone wrongly lay
the operation at the feet of
© C.LA. - -
‘' Suspected White House.

. By now, I was completely

convinced that the White.

House was behind the-idea

and ploy which had been pre--

sented, and that the White
‘House was turning ruthless,
and would do whatever was.
‘politically expedient at any
one particular point in time
to accomplish its own ends..
In addition, I earlier had
determined to tell the true
story of the Watergate oper-
ation, and it was now only a.
matter of a propitious time
to do so. L !
On Friday, Dec. 29, 1972, I
visited Bernard Shankman's
office in Washington, D. C.,
ahd let him read a statement
which I had prepared, which
I proposed to read to the
réss on Dec. 30, 1972, re<
easing Alch as my altorney.
I believed that although
Shankman had been present’
at the first meeting he was
not a party to the events pre-
viously described. Shankman
‘suggested that I give Alch an
‘opportunity to meet with me
and explain why he had un-
dertaken the course which he
had, and such a meeting was
‘set up for Tuesday, Jan. 2,
.1973 in Washington.

Dismissal of Helms

."" Alch failed to appear, and
‘I delivered a letter to Judge
Sirica, releasing Alch as my
attorney. Alch immediately
called, asked to meet with me
on Jan. 3, 1973, and asked

to continue as my attorney.-

We met and Alch stated that
he, in conveying the request
made of me on.Dec. 21 and
Dec. 26, 1972, was acting out
of what he felt to be was my
own best interests. By this

time, 1 was convinced that:

the ploy to lay the operation
at C.1.A.’s doorstep had been
headed off, and agreed to
give him a second chance.
By this time, 1 was also
convinced that the White
House had fired Helms in
order to put its own man in
control at C.LA,, but as well
to lay the foundation for

'claiming'that the Watergate

operation was a C.LA. opera-

tion; and now to be able to’
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Watergate Operation

claim that “Helms had been
fired for it.” There had been
indications as early as July
that the Committee for the:
Re-election of the President!
was claiming that the Water.!
gate operation was a C.LA.:
operation.

Mrs. Hunt had told me in:
late July, 1972, that Paul
O'Brien had told Howard
Hunt in July that the Com-,
‘mittee to Re-elect the Presi-;
dent had originally informed
“him that the Watergate oper-
ation was a C.LA. operation.'
Mrs. Hunt said that her hus-
band had denied to O'Bricn
that it was a C.LA. opération.
By early December, 1972, it
appeared that the White,
House was beginning' to
make its move. The events of
Dec. "21 and Dec. 26, 1972,
only confirmed this in my'
1mind. i,

Further, based on an earlier
discussion with Robert Mar-,
dian in- May, 1972, it ap--
«peared to me that the White,
House had for some time
been trying to get political
control over the C.LA. as-
sessments and estimates, in.
order to make them conform
to “White House policy.” One
of the things this meant to
me was that this. could
mean that C.LA. estimates
and assessments could then.
be forced to accord with.
'D.O.D. [Department of De-
:fense] estimates of future
U.S. weapons -and hardware
needs. This could be done by
either shifting an intelligence
‘function to D.O.D. ‘from
"C.LA, or by gaining com-
‘plete political control over
it at C.LA. . .

Among other things, this
also smacked of the situation
which - Hitler’s intelligence
chiefs found themselves in,
in the 1930°’s and 1940,
when they were put in the.
position of having to tell him,
what they thought he wanted
to hear about foreign mili--
tary capabilities and inten-
tions, instead of what they
really believed, which ulti-,
mately was one of the things'
which led to Nazi Germany's -
downfall.

When linked with what T
saw happening to the F.B.L.
under Pat Gray — political,
control by the White Houses
‘—it appeared then that the!
two Government agencics®
which should be able to pre-
pare their reports, and to
conduct their business, with
complete integrity and hon-
esty, in the national interest,
were no longer going to be®
able to do so. That the na-,
tion was in serious trouble,,
has since been confirmed by
what happened in the case of

Gray’s leadership of the F.B.L 4

E. Howard Hunt has addi-
tional information relevant.
to the above. Hunt stated tor
me on more.than one occa~
sion in the latter part of:

1972, that he, Hunt, had in-:

formation in his possession,
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which “would be sufficient-
to impeach the President.”

3-Page Hunt Letter Alleged .,

In addition, Mrs, E. Howard.
Hunt, on or about Nov. 30,
1972, in a personal conversa-
tion with me, stated that E.
Howard Hunt had just re-
cently dictated a 3-page let-
ter which . Hunt's attorney,
William O. Bittman, had.
read to Kenneths Parkinson, -
-the attorney for the Commit-.
tee to Re-elect the President,
in which, letter, Hunt pur-,
portedly threatened “to blow.
the White House out of the
water.” Mrs. Hunt at this.
point in her conversation
with me, also repeated the.
statement which she, too,:
had made before, which was.
that E. Howard Hunt had in-
formation which could im-,
peach the President. o

I regret that this memo-:
random has taken this length
to'set forth. In view of the
nature of the information
which I had to furnish, how-.
ever, it appeared that there:
was no other way to”ade-
quately set this matenial
forth, and to do so in the
proper context, without de- -
leting material highly rele=,
vant to the events being re-.
‘ported. I shall be glad to.
appear and answer questions.
under oath on the material
which appears in this memo-
‘randum. . '

-May Mean Better Data,
F ewer ‘Dirty Tricks’
{'Ag‘«f-.ncy’s New Boss. Gets Rld

A President & a Masseuse

WALT 5TREZT JOURNAL

8 MAY 1573 o
Spy Shake-Up -

Revamping of the CIA

e e e :

OF Old ‘Spaoks,” Demands
fnd ‘to Unnceded Efforts

) —

. By RODERT KEATLEY

Blaff Reportor of 'I'ne WALL STneuT JOURNAL

WASHINGTON — 1t scems {o have been o
classic cspionage case in the finest Hollywood
tradition. . .

A discreet phone call from the White House
to the Central Intelligence Agency's deputy
dircctor—no written records kept—made clear

tho case was a matter of considerable eoncern. |
Soon after, two veleran operators were issued

working {ools of the spy trade: disguiscs, fake

identitication papers and a “safo house' for

meeting contacts. They then pullcd the job, an

offico break-in to steat information, and appar-

enlly did it well, : .

Rut now public disclosures have blown thelr
operation, and the CIA is In tho soup again,

That's becauso the job was to steal data
from the psychiatrist of Daniel Ellsherg, whom
tho Nixon administra- o
tion is trying to jait for
publicizing the Penta-
gon  Papers, Though
the burglars were for- /
nier CIA  men, the
sgency apparently got
Involved anyway in eox-
acfly the sort of domes-
tic political mess it s
supposed, by law, to
avoid. It published reports are accurate, the
yaan responsible was Gen, Robert 32, Cushman
Jr., now commaondant of the Marino Corps. but
then the CTA's No. 2 man—a job some officlals |
53y he received due o his longtimo friendship
with President Nixon rather thay for talent for
Intelligence work,

As the Jlisherg. and Watergate cases
evolve, the CIA may gel menlioned often; sev-
eral men Involved were onee ils employes, It
k0, tha exposnro will jar even moro that air of
anonymily wned tranguility -{hat the agency's
sples  prefer—an  abmosphero alveady heing
shaken by new CIA Direclor- James Schiesin.
ger, . .

Under hls guldanees, ehanges aro oceurring
hioth at the ageney and throughout the broader
CSinteliigenen communily’ that the CIA chief at
Jeast theoretleally commands, Cerlaln surveils
dance aclivittes are to be cutiadled or halted..
;'J.‘:'m "pmrh::cl"—-» thoso most secrel inlelligence
Jeports sent to tho White Ionse—{s due for ro-
yamplng, Awd some clandestine operations, in-

i
'

‘eldlng the manipiative er violent nr:w(icc:;_'
‘ealled divy tricks® (the stuff from which spy:
novela arae pinde), apparently will ho  abol-.

Inhed, s A
_ Mr. Schlesinger is husily firing: ot retiving
old hands, many of them colleagues of former
direclor Richard Helma, who has been sent off
as Ambassudor to Jran, The new boss is lop-
ping off about 1,000 of the agency’s 18,000 em-
ployes. Tho Penlagon is. shrinking its inlclii-
genco force by 209 and making a $£500 million
cut.in ity inteliigence activities. And the Na-
tional Securily Azency, which monitors foreign

-communicalions, is supposed to s'uop filling
storerooms with unread and apparently unneed.
ed files gathered by electronic snooping,

The changes scem to fit o mandate given to
management-minded direclor Schlesinger—a
mandale he helped write for himsel, Early in
the Nixon administration, he headed a speclal
sludy that recommended ‘‘a number of man-
agement steps to improve the eliiclency and of-
fectivencss of the U.S. foreign intelligenco
community,” ay the White House phrased it
two years apo. Parily because former director
Helms didn't follow up firmly, the job went to
Mr. 8chlesingar, tho former head of the Atomio
Energy Commission, . .

“Schlesinger Is intelligent and ruthless,
while Helms often wavered,” says one official
who has watched both in sction. In fact, the
new CIA« hoss tzkes pride in his toughness.
“The intelligence community of .the United
States fsn't designed lo provide cushy positions
for time-servers,” he saya. '

Too Much Data, Too Littlo Analysis

The shakeup In spylng is the biggest since
the CIA was founded in 1947 by veterans of tho
‘wartime Office of Strategic Services. Since
then, intelligence work has grown bigper and
costlier as information demands have ox-
panded and spying technology has becoma |
more complex. “Iach nalion hag the futellie
gence operation it can afford—and wo are a
rich nation,” says one former CIA official.

* From the While House viewpolnt, the pres-
-ent problem seems to he that too much money
-1s spent gathering too much information, which
receives too little analysis and is too often ir-
relevant to decision-makers' needs.

Related, of course, are bhasic foreign-policy
changes. China is no longer an encmy, and the
Soviet Unian is a slightly friendlier adversary.
“"You only have to look at foreign-policy trends
to realize that the nced for intelligence has
changed greatly,” says one official, Goad anul.
-¥sis of the Soviet economy now is as important -
as knowledge of the deployment of lank forces |
in astern Iurope, he adds.

Mr. Schlesinger has made the point himselt,
“The continuing and significant changes in the
international scene have brought correspond-
ing changes ¢in the national intelligence re.!
yuirements and prioritics imposed upon thel
agency,” he told a Senate committce recently,
*“These changes demand adjustments in {ho
agency’s mission. and tn the numbers and skills
of the employes it needs 1o carry out this mis-
slon.””

Thus, reasons ‘mne practitioner of the art,
“those who eare aloul intelligence must hirek
away at the stracture i 5t is o b inodeon nnd
relevant to nceds o policymakers.” but he
fears the admmistyation may e the ciraver
rnther (han the parving knife, “An inteltizence
system can be emasculated or collapsed cuse
ily,” he says,

Some crifics would prefer a cleaver, Thicy.
see the CIA ag an “invisible frovernment™
whose exuberange has dragmed Amerlen inte-
contlicts such ns the Cuhon invasion of 106t
nnd the “hidden war' fn Laos during the past
deecade. They cite the Elsherg Incident as |
fresh proof. ‘“The operators think anything -ig
OK in the name of national sccurity,”’ come |
plaina Vietor Marchetll, a disenchanted former '
senior CIA staffer whose offorts at exposae have !

* so far been mostly squelched by the agency. !

Less zealous critics often agrec. One is’
Demoeratic Rep. Lucien Nedzi of Michigan, a
member of a specinl congressional commiliee
that is supposed to monitor ‘intelligence activi.
ties. “Intelligence agencies have conducted too
many inlernational operations on their own,” |
he says, adding that “it isn't prudent.to have
an Intelligence community ag large and costiy
as our-total operation is.”

A g Business . T
Spies aren’t paid to publicize themselves, 50!
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pathering facts about thelr business is difficull. |

An outsider can pick up only bits and pieces, !

Yet same things scem clear.

Onc s that the s spy game s big. Democratic
-Ben, Willison Proxmire of Wi isconsin contends

the - intelligence community employs 140, 000",
people: aud spends §6.2 billion annually! Insida.

sources suggest the leuth is closer to 100,000
employes and §5 biliion of spending.
Whatever the dollar tolal,

fense Sceretary Melvin Laird, It operates the
costly spy salellites that peer inlo closed coun-
tries, and it runs the NSA, which has both ex-
_pensive clectronics gear and highly paid lech-
" niclans.

" This means the CIA, despile its repulation,
" does relalively Jiltle of the snooping. Its budget
*now iy less than $750 million annually, aund xts

. corps of agents may be dwindling sleadily. The
Senate recenlly passed a bill allowing an cxlra

S 1300 CIA retiremients by mid-1974, with cven
more afler that, Most of those scheduled for

carly exils seem lo be clandestine operatives, :

often called “spooks,” who bave been loiling
overseas, (Officinlly, those aficcled are pri:
marily operatives “‘who have worked abroad
on intellizence missions' for at least five years
in rerviee hazardous to life or health.”)

The military-civilian disparity indicales one
of Mr. Schlesinger's bureaticratic problems. Ho
has the legal authorily, but the military has the
money and manpower. Past CIA efforls to
streamline the inleiligence communily’s work

have somelimes foundered for this reason. Mv.

Helms, for example, reportedly didn't feel able
lo boss Scctetary Laird, Now, though, il's
claimed that Mr,
dale from President Nixon Lo shake up the sys-
tem and that he has the necessary allies in lhe
While House to do it.

One resulting change may come in the na-
tional intelligence extimates compiled regu-
Iarly on sueh vital subjects as Soviet nuclear
strategy, Chinese political stability or North
Viclnamese ballle plans. Too oflen these cru-
cial reporta have been verbose.and equivocal,
nsiders =ay. Some officials say the reporis arce
too bland to be useful. Others contend they're
too Jongy and delailed lo be readable.
“Intedligence to Please”

Brevily {5 one expected result of cunont
moves, Another i cleaver ndication of what
tho analyst expeels to happen. There are dan-
rera, however, The outcome could be oversime-
plification of complex subjects or “intelligence
to pleaso’: telling officials what they want to
hear,

»The charge of cooking fnctq to fit the rucju-
dices of senior officils hiag often heen latd {o
the defense inteligence ngeney, Naval officers
assigned there, for example, usually tend to ex-
aggérale the thread posed by the Soviet fleet.
Otherwise, they may never become admirals,

Now, military intelligence work §s becontlng
more professional and less parochial, military
nien assert. “We've improved tremendously
over Lthe past three.years,” says a Pentagon in.
{eligence olficial. Lul he concedes *‘we still
have a way to go.” Mililary studies of the
Chinesc army, for instance, count all ils guns
but still don't analyze its potentially moie im-
portant political vole. Mv. Schilesinger, says one
{friend, "'wants not only to present the facts but

alzo to present the likely options.” -

- Aunother current objeclive is to cut cosls.
‘“fheve ig much duplication and waste,” says
Congressman Nedzi, one of the few oulsiders
who has had a detailed Jook at intelilgence
opcrations. "More carveful management can
climinato a great deal, stich as by cutling down
the- number of intelligenee targeis.'” Mr.
Schlesinger conlends he will have “sufficicnt
influence over those other components of the
inteliigence communily to sece {o it that the
anmount of duplxcauon is_ subslantially - re-
ducod.” '

tho Pentagon
spends some §7%¢ of it, according to former De-.

Schleginger has a clear man-;

Crities ¢laim the Penlagon now spends {oo
much time and money on toctical intelligence,
such as figuring out the deployment of Soviet
forces In ISastern Europe, which can be
learned accwrately by satellites. Yet, for no
clear reason, the Army doesn't normally get
readouts “from satellite snooping. Instead,
“‘each headquarters in Europe is busily gather-
ing such information, and none of it is as good
as what we can learn from 100 miles oul in
space,’ says one source,

. It's also claimed that U-2 and SR-71 flights
rlill roulinely collect inlelligence on foreign
governments’ communications by radio and
radar moniloring and that this operation dupli-
cates interception by satellile. Apparently Mr.
Schiesinger will likewlse be trimming this cale-

T gory. (However, the flights can be useful for

other purposes; the Pentagon recenlly sent
high-flying SR-71 aircraft across Indochina to
photograph Hanoi's illegal military deploy<
ments.) 4

Nikelai and Olga .

Other communications interceplions may
also be lrimmed, The N8A's tapes of coded
niessages are often worlhless. Modern codes
are 5o complex ond are chanjed so {requently
that they can't be broken in time to give useful
information to policymakers, if they can be
broken at all,

Yet some communications intercepts re-
main invaluable while they last. In Seplember
1971, colummnist Jack Andevson réported ihe
U.S. was cavesdropping on privale conversa-
Lionis of *'the kingpins of the Kremlin (as they)
hanter, bicker and backbile among them-
selves.”” He reported, among other things, that
Communist Parly Sccretavy Leonid Brezhnev
sometimes drinks too much vodka while Presi-
dent Nikolai Podzorny once chortled “'Olga!
Oh hol"” as he discussed his masscuse. Infor-
mation about Soviet policies and plans was also !
being collected, the columnist added.. |

And he was right. The CIA was busily monl-
toring thg radiotclephone in Mr. Brezhnev's
limousine as he sped around Moscow and out {o
the couniry for weckends, chatling with the
boys back in the Kremlin as he went. Unforlun-
ately, the column gave Russian counterintel-
ligence agents enough informatlon to figure out
the moniloring . source inunc‘dmtely, and’ the
cavesdropping s(ap':md

It was the best source wo had,” says one
mian who doesn't think kind thoughts, about Mr,
Andevson these days,

A prime {arget for change ow 1s the clan.

destine intelllgence setivity that niny include
seeretly coljccling urlne samples of foreign
<leaders o determino their health or (as in
South Vielnam until reeently) organizing as-
sussimitfon squads to bump off Commumst
agrents, N

Mony experts have round' clandestine work
f¥: unproductive, “The oulput is meager,” says
one man who often sees the resulls. ‘It just
Isn’t tmpressive.) But crilles also bellevo that

"divty tricks” can harm American foreign pol-
icy. How could relations with China improve,

fov” instance, when tho U.S. was subsidizing
guerrillo. raids from Tatwan to the mainland or
into YTiket in years past—raids that were often
fruitless?
t“Ihe Old Days of Sples Are Gone”

The critical My, Marchetti clalms that two-

thirds of the CIA budget goes to clandestine
operallons rather than to more useful analyli-
cal work. Mr, Helms and many of his senlor
colleagues were originally World War II scerel
operatives who performed dirty tricks with
derring-do, and they gave the CIA ils bent for

clandestine work. Critics claim that the former
chief wasg bored with intelligence nnalysis and

33
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- Accent on Intelhgence

engaged in a continual process of de-i
posing governments unpopular with.
the United States. This is hardly true!
today. Evidence is accumulatmg that

would drop more pressing work whenever an
old friend came along with de:ails of the latest
little escapade. Changing the balance is part of
Mr. Schlesinger's assignment,

“The old days of spies and clandestine intel- Y
ligence ! are really gone,” concludes one of By Lyman B. KlrkpatNCk J l'.

America's niost distinguished ex-agents.

Yet not all. clandestine work Is useless or
harmful, and few want it stepped altogether. -
MThere aro still lots of things we’d like to know
and can't take pictures of with satellites,” says
one official. "“Ior example, having & rellable
account of (Soviet Defense Minister) Grechko's
plans for his tank force is betler than counting

it from pictures.”

" And spooks can prevent diplomatic prob-
. lems as well as cause them, When the U.S. rap-

PROVIDENCE R. I.—For the many
who have served their nation in the
Central Intelligence Agency, and have
‘faithfully observed their oath to up-
hold and defend' the Constitution of*
the United States both during and
after their Government service, the-
‘Watergate affair is not only repug-
nant but disappointing and saddening.
« The bill of particulars is damning.,
‘Two former staff officers and four
other ex-employes of the C.LA. were
among those involved in the Watergate .

United States policy is maturing to.
accept other forms of government'
even though they might not conform:
to our criteria. While it has been ac-
knowledged that the United States did-
succeed in changing a government in:
Guatemala, and failed in a similar ef-
fort at the Bay of Pigs, there i3 a
growing conviction that such efforts
are counterprecactive in the long run'
and serve mcie to defeat than enhance
United States policy.

An implied assumption to the ques-
tion is that the C.LA. decides what.

prochement with China was in the early stages,
the CIA learned that some 7Taiwan ofliclals
wero considering sabotage. They talked about
assassinating one or more members of the Pe-
king Ping-Pong team that was then due to tour
‘the Unitcd States, But Washingion made clear
ithat that would damage Tah\.ms own fnter-
ests, and as far as s known no such effort was

‘break-in. The agency, upon a request
from the White House, helped in an’
operation against Daniel Elisberg. The
State Department, also on a request
from the White House, provided classi-
fied cables to E. Howard Hunt Jr., con-_
victed Watergate conspxrator. who!

governments to overthrow. This is not,
and never has been, the case.

The CI.A's covert operations are
undertaken only after approval by
-“higher authority.” What is true is -
‘that C.I.A. operatives in the field and
officers in Washington have influenced.

made,

. used them as background in an effort

to smear President Kennedy. The per<
sistent innuendos that the Watergaté,
was actually a C.LA. operation has.
rekindled fears that the ‘“department.
of dirty tricks” was used to subvert.

‘domestic institutions.

In fairness to C.IA. and other de-
partments involved, the role of the

‘White House staff should not be un-

derestimated. It is not the custom of
the bureaucracy to question a call

from -the executive offices. It is as-

sumed that the President’'s people.
know what they are doing. While they.
may not inform the President of all-
details, it is usually believed they are-

‘operating under approved policy

guidelines, '
Traditionally, Americans have wor-:
ried about a Federal bureaucracy

‘cloaked in secrccy acting with im-

punity to enforce the wishes of an all-
powerful executive. To many, the C.1A.
had become the epitome of this evil
following ‘the Bay of Pigs and ac-
counts of operations involving the Na-;
tional Student Association and other
United States-based foundations.:Thus,
to some the C.LA. is solely the Presx-
dent’s personal action arm. '
Confidence in the C.IA. is not en-'
hanced when most of what one reads’
about it is bad. Presidential and Con-
gressional statements about the agen-
cy usually are confined to cryptic ex-,
pressions of confidence or reports of
committee hearings in executive ses-

-sion.

Perhaps it all could be summed up
in the question: if the C.LA. trains its
operatives to overthrow the govern-

‘ments of other nations, is it not pos-
‘sible that these same people might:

attempt to overthrow the Government
of the United States when they dis-
agree with its policics?

The presumption is that the C.LA. is.

policy, and on occasion have acted.
independently abroad. The first in4-
stance reflects poorly on the policy
level at State, Defense and the White
House, and is obviously not the case
_today.' When' C.LA. men in the field’
‘have acted too independently, the,
United States, ambassadors sent them
home N
' The questlon assumes that the C.LA. "
1s trammg a breed of. experts in sub-
‘'version who will seek employment. s
in the same field upon leaving the
agency: an assumption seemingly cons’®
firmed by the Watergate affair. '
Actually only a small and rapidly -
diminishing fraction of the C.LA. per-
sonnel are engaged in political warfare, !
a dying remnant of cold war opera-
tions, Most C.I.A. personnel are in:
intelligence work: collecting, analyz--
ing, estimating, supporting; and it is!
their unheralded efforts that are
sullied and obscured.

The sordid mess of the Watergate_
re-emphasizes the necessity for tight
controls over and persistent and criti--
cal review of all intelligence actlvitxes
by the appropriate committees of the'
Congress. In my opinion the Congress
has done a good job of checkmg on
C.I.A. activities. But if the impression
has been created ‘that the C.IA. is_
solely the action arm of the executive;
then the legislature must assure us
this is not so. In fairness to the na-
tion, the President and the Central In-
telligence Agency, the public must be
confident that the C.I.A. serves the
nation and serves it well, ’

Lyman B. Kirkpatrick Jr., professor of .
political science at Brown University,

‘was a high-ranking C.LA. official from

‘1947 to 1965.
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Schlesinger to fill -
defense chief post

R By ADAM
Washington Bur,
Washington—President Nixon
shuffled his shaken administra-
Jlion again yesterday, moving
four familiar, trusted and un-
tainted figures.into new jobs at
the White House, the Pentagon
and the Central Intelligence
Agency.
- He named John B. Connally, -
-Jr., former treasury secretary
and head of Democrats for
Nixon, to be a rcgular but
part-time ‘‘special adviser,”
serving without pay but con-
tinuing all his existing business
and legal ties. '
Mr. Nixon announced he
would nominate James R.
Schlesinger, who took over as
the head of the CIA earlier-this
year, as secretary of defense.
He would succeed Elliot L.
Richardson, now seeking con-
firmation as Attorney General.
A carcer CIA official, Wil-
liam B. Colby, now the agen-
cy’s depuly director for opera-
tions, was named to succeed
Mr. Schlesinger as director of
. central intelligence.

And H. Fred Buzhardt, Jr.,;
general counsel for the Penta-
gon, was designated a special

- counsel at the White House lo
take charge of the Watergate
case and its cffects there, in-
cluding such matters as deal-
ing with attorneys for White
House aides now under investi-
gation.

Finally; Mr. Nixon scrapped
the “super-cabinet” plan an-
-nounced with great {anfare in
January by the now-departed
assistant to the President,
John D. Ehrlichman. He told
all members of the Cabinet
that he now wanted (o deal
divectly and mwore frequently
vith all of them, and he abol-
ished the posts of counsclor to
the President which he had
bestowed on three of them.

These shifts were announced
by Mr., Nixon at a Cabinct

meeting, according te Ronald
L. Ziegler, his press decretary,
who in turn announcéd them to
reporters.

- Mr. Zicgler's announcement

about Mr. Com/IaHy's duties
lemphasized that the former
'Texas goverrfor, who joined
.the  Republican parly last
Iweek, and whom Mr. Nixon has
'sometimes touled as a succes-
isor in 1976, would not have
(*operational authority,” but
“will be available {o the Presi-
dent when the President wants
to call on him, and we assuice
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raw of The Sun
that will be frequently.”

Mr. Ziegler said he also as-
sumed Mr. Connally would be
consulted on both foreign and
domestic matlers, and guessed
that he would be spending
something like three days a
week at the White House,

Pressed on whether a con-
flict of interest would be cre-
ated because Mr. Connally will
continue to serve the President
and his law clients and busi-
iness interests, Mr. Ziegler said
that would not arise ‘‘simply
because he is an individual
tho is deveting his time to be
available to the President to,
consult with him not on opera-
tional matters, or policy, di-
rect policy decisions, but to be
an overall special adviser tol
the President, somcone the
President can call upon to dis-
tuss general subjects which he
may be interested in.”

Laler he said, “But then
going beyond that, I'm: surei
that both men — certainly the
President and Governor Con-
nally — would in any of their |
discussions climinate anything
that would suggest the possibil-
ity of a conflict of interest.” He,
offered the assurance repeat-:
cdly. '

Asked if he would provide
“a list of his business and
legal connections at the mo-
ment,”  Mr. Zicgler replied,
*“Well, I think his law [irm will
do that.” .

However, Mr. Connally’s sec-
retary al the Housfon firm of
Vinsdn, Elkins. Scarls, Connally
and Smith, onc of the nation's
largest, declined to name ei-
ther his clients or his director-
ships. She referred a caller to
the firm's managing partner,
A. Frank Smith.” Questions
were pul to him through a.
secretary, but he did not re-
spond. .

- However, from other sources
it was learned that Mr. Con-
nally serves on the boards of
directors of Pan Amcrican
World Airways; the First City
National Bank of Houston (the
country's 47th largest); the
Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation, a major natural
gas pipcline firm; the Ameri-
can General Insurance Com-
tpany. of Houston; the Hallibur-
!Ion Company. parent of the
‘Brown and Root construction
icompany; Texas Instruments,|
Inc.. and others. . i

He joined those boards since

iresigning as secretary of the

treasury June 12. He is also a
partner in Ernest W. Hahn,

Inc., a Hawthorne (Calif.),
‘contracting firm,
| . His law firm represents Oc-
(cidental Petroleum, and Mr.
|Connally accompanied Armand
iHammcr, head of the firm, to
the Mideast carly this year in
| connection with Saudi Arabian
ioil leases. Soon after that,
'President Nixon said Mr. Con-
nally “has been traveling in
“his private capacity as an at-
torncy, but he has, at my
request, undertaken some in-
formal discussions with leaders
in various parts of the world.”
Many of these firms have
vast dealings with the federal
government or come under its
regulatory  agencies.  Pan
American, for cxample, is
secking an cxtension of airline
routes which will eventually
come to Mr. Nixon for ap-
proval. -
. Mr. Zicgler, while never sug-
gesting just what Mr. Connally
would be advising Mr. Nixon
on, did eventually rule out his
discussing ‘‘operational mat-
“lers such as oil policy and so |
forth.”. R |
" In .announcing the selection
of Mr. Schlesinger, Mr. Ziegler
said the President feels his
S'proven management exper-
tise and wide knowledge of
national security and defense
affairs make him exceptionally
well equipped fo provide the
strong leadership necded ~at
the Department of Defense.” .
However, David Packard,
former deputy secretary of de-
fense, disclosed yesterday that

he had been offered the post
and rejected it, fecling that he
-should not again leave a fam--
ily firm, Hewlett-Packard.” -

Z+ Mr. Colby, who waschief of
"the CIA’s Far eastsection from
1962 to 1968 before going to
Saigon to take charge of the!
Vietnam Pacification program,’
was praised by Mr. Nixon,:
through Mr. Zicgler, . as “al
highly qualificd and thoroughly;|
respected professional.” !
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. He added .that the President
was confident that Mr. Colby
would carry through the’ con-
troversial reorganization and
rimming of the agency.. g
|': The three super-cabinet offis
cials were James T. Lyml.[:
Secretary of Housing and: -
Urban Development and coun-}
sellor for community develop-i
ment; Earl L. Bulz, Secretary
of Agriculture and counsellor

{for natural resources, and Cas-

par W. Weinberger, Secretary .
of Health, Education and Wel-
fare and counsellor for human
resources. Other Cabinet offi-
cers on the domestic side re-
ported to Mr. Nixon through
them. Mr. Ehrlichman said
each would be “the pivot man
lto whom .the President would
look.” . .
And Mr: Nixon said the plan, |-
which - paralleled Cabinct re-
organization legislation he sub-
mitted first in 1970 but which
the Congress has rejected or
ignored, would help end
“wasteful musclebound govern-
ment in Washington” and re-
place it with” “change thal
works.” .’ : ‘
The secretarics who were
- not counsellors were occasion-
ally unhappy at the even-fur-
ther reduced . access to Mr.
Nixon, and those who were had
less time to run thecir own
departments. Giving up the
plan is scen here as another
-reduction of the “Berlin Wall”
which Mr. Ehrlichman and an-
other departed assistant to the
President, H. R. Haldeman,,
were said to have built around
-Mr. Nixon. .
. And another obvious effect is
to increase the relative impor-|
_tance of Kenneth R. Cole, Jr.,
‘who was ‘Mr. Ehrlichman’sj
depuly as exccutive dircctor of
lthe Domestic  Council and
| whose ‘position as a funncl for
domestic policy is enhanced by .
the elimination of the super-
jcabinet posts. A
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GROOMED BY HELMS S

BY OSWALD JOHNSTON

Star-Ncws Staff Writer

Earlicr this weck the Central Intel-

ligence Agency, still somewhat demor-
alized by the bureaucratic house clean-
ing ordered by its new director, James
R. Schlesinger, was shaken by disclo-
sures that the agency had helped Water-
gate conspirator E. Howard Hunt in an
‘illegal domestic espionage mission.
Calied to account in Congress,
Schlesinger admitted the 1971 associa-
tion with Hunt was “ill-advised” and
promised such things would never hap-
pen again. And he strongly implied that
his predecessor, Richard M. Helms, the

career agent ousted from the CIA direc--

torship early in President Nixon’s sec-
ond term, was partly to blame.

Today, with congressional hearings
still pending, Helms' administration
stands partly vindicated. With the sud-
den transfer of Schlesinger to the Penta-
gon, the new CIA director-designate
turns out.to be the very man Helms
himself was quietly grooming as his
successor: William! E. Colby.

The announcement that Colby, a
veteran agent who is the CIA's ranking
expert on Vietnam, would step up to the

directorship from his post as director of .

clandestine operations, drew uniform
praise from old agency hands.

'S professional’” was the way one old
hand summed it up. The consensus was
that no more fitting a successor to

Helms himself could'have been found —

despite the bureaucratic house-cleaning
Schlesinger had carried oun in recent
months. ;

Less reverently, Colby’s coming
could be described as the re-establish-
ment of the “?ld -boy network” that has
dominated the agency since its begin-
ning in 1947 and which Schlesinger, for
reasons of ideology as well as economy,
had been instructed to dismantel.

A Yale graduate, a World War II
alumnus of Gen. William (Wild Bill)
Donovan's Office of Strategic Services
who twice parachuted behind enemy
lines, Colby, 53, is probably best known
as an architect of the.pacification pro-

s A -
ST i Sunt O
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gram in Vietnam in the late 1960s.

DETACHED from the CIA to scrve
under the controversial Robert Komer
in Vietnam right after TET 1968, Colby
quickly madc a name for himsclf as the
rare official in that frustrating, endless

" war “who always listened to what you

had to say and always followed through
when he promised something,”” as a
province adviser who served under him
recallcd yesterday.

The pacification program, or Civil
Opcrations and Rural Development

Support (CORDS), despite the contro- .

versy that surrounded its counter-in-
surgency offshoot program, Phoenix,
was one of the few American operations

in Vietnam whose participants occasion-.

ally believed they were accomplishing
somethmg

Phoenix, with its highly pubhcnzed
and exaggeratcd body counts of Viet-
cong killed by its South Vietnamese
operatives, gained a widespread reputa-
tion as an organization of political as-
sassination. This could inject controver-
sy into Colby's confirmation hearmgs in
the Senate,

BUT FFOR CORDS operatives in the
ficld, little of that oort of reputation has
rubbed off on the slight, bespectacled
and self-effacing Colby who created lit-
tle lore, and even close associates had
trouble thinking of an anecdote to illus-
trate his style.

The most characteristic one per-
haps was related by Colby s former boss
Komer:

Colby, on loan to the State Depart-'
ment fromi the CIA, was extremely re-

-Juctant to inherit Komer s colonial séale

house in Saigon and chauffeur-driven

car when he took over as chief deputy in"

the CORDS program in November 1968.
He even felt uncasy with the title
ambassador, Komer recalls, and agreed
to accept the title, house and car only
when it was pomted out to him that the
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™ Vietnamese nominally running the pro-
gram would think he was down-graded
if the trappings of Komer's lifestyle

were not maintained. “He still made one .

mistake,"” Komer recalled,
keep iy Chinese cook ”

HELMS, like Colby, stcpped up to
the CIA directorate from the director-
ship of clandestine operations. '

Despite in-house clation at seeing
an insider resume control at the CIA,
informed observers feel that the main

“He didn’t

wy o

lines of the modecrnization Schlesinger.

began will remain — if only because
Colby was virtually the only charter
member of the old-line intelligence club
to be promoted under Sch]esmgcr s ten-
ure,

“ “If he has the mandate to keep on’
cutting down staff, he'll dh it,” one asso-
ciate from Victnam days predxctcd. “He
has that ruthlessness.”

UNDER Schlesinger, a staff cut-
back of five to ten percent of the
agency's 15,000 employes was well un-
derway, and during Schlesinger’s first
few weeks in office, a whole group of
old-line professionals who had been
close to Helms were fired.

The actual direction the Colby re-
gime will take probably will not become .
known for many months. But a few sur-
face indications could appear immedi-
ately if Colby decides in the name of
professional tradition to undo some of
the minute changes of style Schlesmger
has ordered m his fu'st few ‘months as™
"director.

Changing “plans” to “opcrations”

was one., Another was even more .

symbolic: When you telephone the
agency's central switchboard now, the
operator no longer answers with a reci-
tal of the number you have just dialed,
She says, “Central Intelligence.” Such
candor has been unheard of for the past
‘ten years at least, .

P .
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' ' By Laurence Stern
' Washington Post Staff Writer

“Call Helms and tell him
to give Colby to Komer,”
Lyndon Johnson barked at
‘his national security ad-
viser, Walt W, Rostow, one
‘day in the fall of 1967.

" The Colby 1o whom the
late President referred was
William E. (“the profession-
al's professional”) Colhy,
who was nominated by Pres-
ident Nixon yesterday as
new director of the Central
* Intelligence Agency to re-
place short-termer James R.
Schlesinger.
* The peremptory call from
President Johnson to Ros-
tow was made in the midst
of a conversation between
the President and his chigf
pacification advisor, in
South Vietnam, Robert W.
Komer. “What do you
need?” the President insis-
tently asked Komer.

«] want a guy I can train
as a successor,” Komer re-
sponded. “I've got my eye
“on Bill Colby at the CIA.”

Former CIA Director Rich-

ard M. Ilelms exploded
ahen he learned of jthe un-
orthodox manner bv which
Komer bhad instizated * the
presidential deniand for
Colby’s scn'vice:,j-,/ Komer re-
called in an niterview yes-
terday. /
%1 felt there was a war
on and somcthing had o be
done.” he said. “Dick calm-
ed down once he got it off
his chest. In fact he told me:
‘You know I would have
given you Colby if I had
to.”

“The professional’s, pro-
{essional” was one admiring
characterization of Colby.

“The complete appar-
atchik,” was the more qual-
ified description of an ex-
foreign service officer who
knew Colby during his long
years of service in the Viet-
nam war. “He has lived his
whole life in the clandestine
service, and he came up
through the ranks.”

Stewart Alsop once wrote
of the dichotomy within the
Central Intelligence Agency
as between the Bold Easter-
ners and the Prudent Pro-
fessionals. The {first group
was comprised of twecdy
Grotonians with  some
money, social position and a
touch of Anglophilia. They
reigned in the pre-Bay of
Pigs era. )

In the second category
were the profcssional intelli-
gence men—specialists and
technicians—who made
their way on merit alone up-
ward through the anouny-
mous bureaucracy at Lang-

“The Profe

ley.

William E. Colby repre-
sents the triumph of ‘the
Prudent Professionals. He is
a man of medium height
and unobtrusive dress, Has-
pel rather than Brooks, “If
he were a little taller he
would look like a _ third
Bundy brother,” commented

a Senate student of intelli-
gence affairs.

Most of his professional
life has been spent on the
dark side of the intelligence,
world, the Directorate of
Plans, known in the denigra-
tive vernacular as “The De-
partment of Dirty Tricks.”

He was born in St. Paul,
Minn., in 1920, the son of an
Army officer. He was gradu-
ated from Princelon in 1940,
and during World War II

.worked in the OSS under-

General “Wild Bill” Dono-
van, the most estimable of
crecdentials for a young man
who would make his career
in the intelligence service.
Colby parachuted behind
Nazi lines in France to work
with the maquis and into

_northern Norway to blow up

railway lines supplying Ger-
man reinforcements.

But the centerpicce of his

career was Vietnam, where
he arrived in 1959 as “first
secretary”—so described
yesterday by a CIA spokes-
man—of the American em-
bassy. Actually, as was well
known in Saigon those days,
Colby was the CIA’s station
chief in South Vietnam, and
it was during this period
that his ' long association
with the war was first forged.

In 1962 he became chief of
{he Far East Division of the
CIA’s Directorate of Plans
in Washington. The agency’s
role in the Indochinese con-
flict was paramount at the
time, several years before
the big U.S. mililary build-
up. . . :
The CIA organized an
army of Meo mercenaries to
battle the Vietnamese Com-
munists in Laos. And in Vi-
clnam  thé  precursors of
what was to be called the
“pacification” program were
beingz sct into motion—the
CT (counter-terror) units,
the Revolutionary Develop-

‘ment cadre, the Provincial

Réconnaisance Units  and
then the controversial Phoe-

“nix program—all under CIA

management.

[The Soviet Union said
yesterday that Colby had
been in charge of a pro-
‘gram aimed at “physically
exterminating” the Vietcong
in South Vietnam.}

_ Colby was the working
overscer, the Prudent Pro-
fessional, in charge of devel-

ssional’s

SRttt aa ae

oping these programs and
making sure that they
worked. Whatever the fail- -
ure or success of Colby's in-
telligence handiwork may
bave been, they produced
controversy.

The critics chavged that
Phoenix and the other pro-
grams accomplished little
clse than visiting torture

- and assassination on inno-

cents- while antagonizing
large segments of the Viet-
namese population. The pro-
ponents  claimed  success,
and bultressed their conten-
tivns with awesome statisti-
cal dala which Komer re-
duced to computer printouts
and passed on to Washing-
ton. ’

Colby returned to Viet.
nam in March, 1968, as Kom-
er’s understudy, and the fol-
lowing November too over
the pacification job, which
was by then under the juris-
diction of the State Depart-
ment, :

He lived during those

" three years alone in Kom-

BALTIMORE SUN
10 May 1973 -

for talks

.

London—Henry A. Kissinger,
en route home from Moscow
where he has helped prepare
for -Leonid I. Brezhnev’s visit
to the United States, arrived
here yesterday for talks with
British officials. He leaves for
Washington tonight.

The "U.S. embassy said he
. would meet with Prime Minis-
ter Edward Heath, Sir Alec
Douglas-Home, the foreign sec-
retary, and Sir Burke Trend,
'secretary to the Cabinet. |

" He is also to meet here with
U. Alexis Johnson, who flew to
London last night from Geneva
where he is engaged in the
second round of the strategic
arms . limitations talks. The
two men are to get together
today. - .

British officialy have givena

~ . b -
2 By PHILIP POTTER
London Bureau of The Sun

- Professional,

e o
er’s spacious villa in Saigon
.and traveled out to the
" countryside almost every
weekend, occasionally tak-
" ing newspapermen or con-
gressional VIPs with him.
* On occasions he would come
.back to Washington to tes-
tify on the successes of the
programs for which he had
been an architect and chief
enforcement officer.

Colby’s final stint in Viet.
nam ended in June, 1971,
when he returned to Wash-
ington and disappeared into
the CIA’s sprawling home
office at Langley, where he
plunged into administrative
work, a curiously sedentary
role for the old intelligence .
warrior,

Last March he was named
by Schlesinger to head the
Directorate of Plans, where
he - had spent his life under -
various covers and often out
in the cold.

Yesterday when he was
named to the No. 1 spot

‘there was cause for joy at
Langley. One of their own
had made it.

Kissinger in London -

with Heath -

Nixon’s initiative for improve:
ment of the Atlantic alliance,
but Dr. Kissinger’s trip comes
at a.time when American pres-
tige here has Suffered because
of the Watergate affair, which
has been .covered ‘abundantly
by both the British press and
television, ) ‘

-1t clearly has deepened Brit-

ish concern as to whether
President Nixon can carry the
American Congress with him
in the series of negotiations
coming up with the European
nations on trade, security and
monetary affairs.
An  American  Embassy
source said “I think the Amer-
ican image here is as low as
it's evér been in my time.
There is concern over Mr. Nix-
on’s ability to sell anything to
Capitol Hill.”

broad welcome "to President
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James R. Schiesinger: To the H’entaoon

Impatien

-By Stuart Auerbach

Washington Post Staff Writer

Pentagon briefers have &
shock coming when James

R. Schlesinger takes over g:;h
e

' Secretary of Defense:
hates the chart and slide
shows that military men
love. to use to make their
poihts
“Lel's cut om that Penta-
gon baloney,”
relired Air Force colonel.
“Just give me the facts.”

‘]hat’s Schlesinger in a
nutshell: abrupl, impatient
with superficial trappings
and .searching for facts: a
“man who knows the value of
using shock tactics while
trying o gain control of a
sprawling federal agency.

In. his four years and
three months in government
—almost the length of the
' Nixon administration—
‘ Schlesinger has been shak-
ing up the establishment.

In 16 months as chairman
of the Atofmic Energy Com-
mission he reorganized and
transformed it from a pro-
moter of nuclear power to a

regulator of the atomic in-
dustry And then, before he
left for the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, he persuaded
President Nixon to pick an-
other mavenck Dixy Lee
Ray, as the new AEC chai
man.

During the past

)

\

he onee told o’

four
months he has put his im-

i

punt on the CIA. He took

the job as CIA director with -

a mandate from President

Nixon to clean out dead "

wood and to end the bicker-
ing between the nation’s in-
«telligence agenices.
Schlesinger worked so
hard at the assignment that

when he.came to work one .

day with a cast on his right
hand a story.went arvound
the agency that he had bro-
ken it pounding on his desk.

The new director com-

plained to Congress that the -

CIA is overloaded with over-
age spies recruited during
the Cold War who
trouble adjusting to today’s
more peaceful world. He be-
gan pushing
ment for some and has
started reducing the CIA’s
15,000 employees by at least
10 per cent. .

‘Moreover, he was ap-
palled by some of the Mic-
key Mouse superqecrecy at
“the agency.”

He ordered switchboard
operators to answer cails
with “Central Intelligence
Agency.” Employees now an-
swer the phone with their
names or oifice identifica-
tions (such as Vietnam
Desk) instead of merely re-
peating the extensién num-
ber.

Schilesinger also has or-
dered the removal of signs
jdentifying the CIA head-

have,

early retire- .

quarters at Langley as a
highway research station.
He ordered new ones say-
ing, “Central mtellxgence
Agency, Langley, Va.)’
stalled. .

Earlier. this week

rare to CIA directors when
he admitted to a congres-

. sional committee that CIA

assistance in a burglary at-
tempt on the office of Dan-
iel Elisherg’s psychiatrist
was  “ill  advised.” ¥
pointed out three tlnes
however, that it occurred
while Richard Helms was di-,
rector,

This didn’t endear Schle-
singer to the.“old boy” net-
work in the CIA.

One CIA veteran com-
mented yesterday . that
“there wasn’t a wet eye in

the place” when_ word' got:

out that Schiesinger was
moving to the Pentagon.

He will not be among
friends when he moves to
the Pentagon either. During
his two years with the Bu-
reau of the Budget and its
suceessor agency, the Office
of Management and Budget,
Schlesinger was an overseer
of the.Defense Department’s
money requests. He had a

reputation for insisting that .

betler management could
save defense dollars.

In the Nixon administra-
tion’s first year, his friends

NEW YORX DAILY NEWS
1 1 MAY 1973

;}i

in-

he .
«prought a display of candor

cered last September

‘nation’s

act- Fm&mw o

' report, he was pe\sonally TEr

sponsible for trimming $6 .
billion from the Pentagon
budget. .

“He had the’ hammer on’
the defense guys for more !
than a year,” recalls a high-
ranking Nixon aide. -“He's
made very few friends m
the Pentagon.”

Nevertheless, Schlesinger A
indies ed recently that the .
ery of cutting defense

spending should end. In a’

little-ndticed  speech  deliv-
when
. he was still AEC chairman,
Schlesinger said: .
“T am firmly persuaded
that the time has come, if it .
has not already passed, to.
call a halt to the self-defeat- !
ing game of cutting defcnse -
outlays . . . It is an illusion
to believe that we ‘can main-
tain defense forces adequate

for our treaty obligations to,

‘say, NATO and Japan, with:

sharp curtailment in de-
fense expenditures suppos-’
edly directed only to waste -
and duplication.” :
Schlesinger first came to
President Nixon’s -attention
through-his work as assist-
ant director of OMB, when
he headed a survey team
that in 1971 evaluated the
intelligence net- .
work. The report recom-
mended the sweeping re-
forms that Schlesinger was
eventually to undertake.

\
-

. Washington, May 10 (NEws Burcau)—-James
Rodney Schlesinger, a handsome, precise, pipe-
smoking academic, will move into his fourth high-
level national security post with the Nixon ad-
ministration if he is confirmed as~Secretary of
Defense.

Schlesinger, 44, hardly had time to find his

way around the labyrinthine corridors of the Cen-
tral Intellicenes Ageney, where he took over as
director last Feb. 2, before the President had
plucked him away.
‘' He was sharply. eritical yesterday of his own
agency for whet he called its “ill-advised” coop-
eration with a 'Vhite House request for materials
to be used against Pentagon Papers defendant
Daniel Ellsberg. The CIA involvement in the
burglary at the office of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist
came long befcre Schlcsmger succeeded I’\uhard
M. Helms as CIA chief.

A Harvard Ph.D. and former senior staff
member at the Rand Corp. think tank in Califor-
nia, Schlesinger joined the administration in lts
nrct month as Assistant Budget Director in
charge of national sccurity programs. He became
chairinan of tke Atomic Energy Commission in
August 1971,

Married sinze 1954 to ‘the former Rachel Mel-
linger, Schlesiger is the father of _four sons
and four daughters. They live in Arlington, Va.

* * *
William Egan Colby ,53, who succeeds Schles-

@ fa
E‘S‘é onira
.ﬂ'ujy : L.j %g
inger as director of central mtelhgence, is a long-
tinte spy who for several years headed the contro-
versial “Project Phoenix,” a program of political
assassination directed at suspected Commumst
leaders in South Vietnam, i

Currently the dcputy CIA director for opera-’
tions-——known as the “department of dirty tricks”
—Colby vounteered for the Office of Strategic
Services, World War I forerunner of the CIA,
in 1048. After wartime service with the French
resistance behind enemy lines, he obtained a law
degree from Columbia Law School and joined
a New York firm headed by former 0SS direc-+
tor Gen. William J. (Wild Bill) Donovan. B

He held a series of government jobs with:
the National Labor Relations Board and "the
State Department before he became chief of
the CIA's Far Eastern division in 1962. In 1968,
he returned to Saigon, where he had served
as first secretary of the U.S. Embassy from
1959 to 1962, to head the U.8. pacification pro-
gram in South Vietnam in the wake of the
Tet offensive.,His responsibilities included dlrec-
ing Project Phpenix.

A tough administrator with piercing blue eyes,
he worked a man-killing pace and spent many
days in the field in Victnam.

Colby became controller of the CIA in Janu-
ary 1972, and deputy chief for operations last
March 3. He is married and according to the
CIA, has “a number of children” and lives in
Bcthesda, Md. >
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WHY “SPY” AGENCIES
ARE BEING SHAKEN UP

Drastic changes are aimed at '
ending rivalries and improving
the usefulness of U.S. intelli-
gence. One result: Some inner
workings are being disclosed.

The supersecret U. S. intelligence ap-
paratus is being rocked from within on
a scale never before so visible to the
~ public.

What set off the tremor is a major
overhaul, now in progress, of the ma-
chinery that . produtes the worldwide
intelligence assessments on which crucial
national decisions are based.

Under James R. Schlesinger, the new
Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency and overseer, also, of the vast
U.S. informat,ibn-gathering network—mil-
itary as well as civilian—significant
changes are being made. They have
these objectives: .

¢ To shake up the whole system and
sharply improve its usefulness to the
President and his top advisers.

® To process vital intelligence more
effectively, at less cost.

Mr. Schlesinger cracked down on
CIA, his home base, first. Now he is
expected to focus on other parts of the
intelligence community—military and
civilian. .

Payroll reductions. In the reorga-
nization process, wholesale firings have
occurred at the CIA—a cutback, sources
say, of perhaps more than 1,000 of the
agency’s estimated 15,000 employes. )

Some professionals assert that Mr.
Schlesinger is bent on rooting out an
“intellectually arrogant” clique that has
been riding high in the CIA hierarchy
for years. ,

Others counter that the chief purpose
of the housecleanings is to enable the
Nixon Administration to “politicize” the
intelligence mechanism to its own ideo-
logical shape—and use Mr. Schlesinger
to doit.

Both charges are vigorously denied
by responsible people on all sides. In-
stead, the charges are cited as examples
of the bitter bureaucratic infighting go-
ing on in Washington—and spreading
into the intelligence system.

On one front, heated feuding between
the CIA and the Pentagon’s Defense In-
telligence Agency—DIA—is out in the
open.

Pentagon intelligence specialists, trying
'to regain control of assessing military
threats to the U. §., are citing what they :
characterize as examples of blunders and
bias by the CIA. :

The military critics admit that their
own mistakes a decade and more ago .
obliged the Government to turn to the
civilian CIA for the main assessments
on military threats. But now, the mili-
tary men contend that DIA has been
revamped, is more objective—~and less of
a lobby designed to scare Congress into
voting higher defense budgets.

Against that background of turbu--

lence, Mr. Schlesinger is moving to
carry out the sweeping reorganization
of the U. S. intelligence community orig-
inally ordered by President Nixon a

year and a half ago—in November, 1971.,

Knowledgeable sources say that Rich-
ard ‘Helms, now Ambassador to Iran,
was replaced by Mr. Schlesinger as CIA
Director because he failed to carry out
the overhaul mandate to Mr. Nixon’s
satisfaction.

A top man in the intelligence network
put it this way: “The President and his
national-security adviser, Henry Kis-
singer, just didn’t think they were getting
their money’s worth.”

The reorganization plan, in fact, is
Mr. Schlesinger’s own handiwork, He
drafted it while serving as Assistant

Director of the Office of Management .

and Budget. Later, he was named
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission—~the job from which he was
transferred to his present post as Amer:
ica’s “superspy.”

Like Mr. Helms before him, Mr.
Schlesinger is not only Director of the
CIA but also Director of Central Intel-
ligence—DCI. That makes him. boss of
all American intelligence operations.

New faces. One thing that Mr.
Schlesinger has done is to put together
what he calls the intelligence communi-
ty staff, with offices on the top floor of
the CIA headquarters building in a
Virginia suburb of Washington.

Significantly, two military-intelligence

experts have been assigned to that staff
as Mr. Schlesinger’s deputies. One is
Maj. Gen. Lew Allen, of the Air Force,
who has been nominated for promotion
to lieutenant general. The other is Maj.
Gen. Daniel O. Graham, of the Army,
a career intelligence officer.

General Graham, who has been dep-’

uty director for estimates in the Penta-
gon’s DIA, sounded a call in an article
he wrote recently for “Army” magazine
advocating reassertion of a dominant
role for the military in estimating security
threats. May 1 was set as the date of his
move to Mr. Schlesinger’s staff.

As the shake-up of the intelligence
establishment continues, charges ahd
countercharges are giving Americans a
rare look at its inner workings and hot
rivalries, For cxample—

® Military men are fi]leging that “bi-
ag’ of top-level CIA ‘evaluators colors

final estimates sent on to the President .

and his aides.

One case cited by a critic of the
CIA:

“An estimate entitled ‘New Order
in Brazil' was prepared as a basis for

policy decisions. Use of the term ‘New
Order’ in the title was like overprinting
a Nazi swastika on the cover, It paint-
ed the blackest possible picture of the
present Brazilian Government, making
Brazil look like an imminent threat to
the U. S. If the President had acted on
that report, he would have cut all aid
to Brazil.”

® The CIA is accused of failing to
use information it had in hand to alert
the White House to Russia’s acute food.
shortage last year. The point made is'
that the Soviets were able to negotiate
a billion-dollar grain deal with the -
U.S. on terms favorable to the Krem-
lin—and unfavorable to the American
housewife, who had to pay more for
bread.

The CIA answers this charge by con-
tending that the irformation was passed
along to the Department of Agriculture,
which, in the CIA view, failed to act
on it promptly enough.

® A military intelligence official says
that before the Soviet invasion of Czech-
oslovakia in 1968, the CIA director of
estimates offered a report prepared for
the President saying there would be no
invasion. An aide, disagreeing, used
various stratagems to avoid forwarding
the report. The delay prevented embar-
rassment for the CIA when the Russians
did invade, but, according to the

source, the aide who blocked
the erroneous estimate “won
_no friends.”

! e In Vietnam, it is now
,revealed, CIA and DIA were
‘often at odds. For instance,
' they agreed that some Com-
munist arms were reaching
:South Vietnam through the
Cambodian port of Sihanouk-
ville, but both were “wildly
wrong” on how much. But an
official, not in intelligence,
recalls that CIA was “much
further wrong” than DIA—al-
though each was on the low
side.

® Another charge by critics of the

.CIA: After the Tet offensive of 1968,

CIA reported Communists had seized
vast portions of the countryside, because
contact was lost with most sources out--
side the cities. This assumption was dis-
proved by on-the-spot checks by DIA
teams in helicopters,

An illustration of conflict between
civilian and military analysts:

In a recent national estimate, the
CIA took the position that Japan would
never consider arming itself with nuclear
weapons. The DIA argued that the Jap-
anesc were kecping abreast of nuclear
technology and would not hesitate to
“go nuclear” if Tokyo felt that was
necessary for survival,

When the document was brought to
Mr. Schlesinger, an insider says, the
CIA analysts emphasized that they had
put their views first, as the current
position, and the DIA estimates were
relegated to the back pages. Mr. Schles-
inger was said to have “hit the roof” and
to have ordered that the military view
be given equal prominence.

® General Graham, in his writing in
“Army” magazine, admits serious DIA
shortcomings in the past. He charges
that Pentagon intelligence has damaged .
its own status by inflating its estimates
of threats to the “worst case” possible—
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in order to get moye money from Con-

gress. He claims that this tendency has
been largely elimindted.

¢ General Graham also charges that,
in the past, military intelligence has
been 'too prond to tailor ils assessments
to the nccd/“users” have for intelli-
gence that “sppports the program.”

Asséssing blome. In some instances,

blame is being heaped upon both civil-
ian and wmilitary intelligence agencies.
One thiug pointed out is that the entire
U.S. intdlligence  community—despite
warnings from some agenis—rcfused to
believe that Soviet boss Nikita Khrush-
chev would dare to risk putting often-
sive missiles in Cuba in 1962,

Khrushchev did just that, however,
and the “missile crisis” resulted.

Some of the military intclligence ex-

. perts now insisting on a stronger voice
in the evaluation of raw data concede
that, in the past, the armed forces have
been supplicd with exaggerated  esti-
males of the Soviet threat—such as the
“missilc gap” of a decade ago that
turned out to be nonexistent.

It is pointed out, however, that the
DIA has had a thorough housecleaning
in recent years. .

“Time to reassert.” In his article
for “Army” magazine, General Graham
wrote:

“. . . I think the time is ripe for the
military profession to reassert its tradi-
tional role in the function of describing
military threats to national security, Both
the military user and the wilitary pro-
ducer of strategic intelligence  have
come a Jong way since the ‘missile gap’
days. DIA has hit ils stride in the pro-
duction  of respectable  militacy  esti-
mates.”

Many CIA professionals in top and
middie ranks e wnhappy  about the

reorganization. A com-
ment typical of this view-
point:

“What is happening is
that those who sceck to
present intelligence as it
is, rather than as the situa-
tion is scen by those sup-
porting specific  policics,
are being plncked out.”

Aides of Mr. Schlesinger
deny that he has any inten-
tion of “politicizing” the
agency. They point out
that at his confirmation
hearing before the Senate
Armed Services Commit-
tee he said he was deter-
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mincd to maintain the, in-

dependence and integrity

of intelligence evaluations.

Within the Nixon Ad-

ministration, dissatisfaction with the CIA

has centercd particularly in the Na-

tional Sccurity Council staff, which is
under the direction of Mr. Kissinger.

The main complaint has been that
evaluations of raw intelligence often re-
flected the biases of top men.

To that, one CIA man retorts:

“We feel that we do a better job of
evaluating raw intelligence without bias
than the military does—or, for that mat-
ter, than people like Kissinger who are
defending a specific policy.”

The argument is made that—particu-
larly since the days when the late Allen
Dulles was its Director—the CIA’s “con-
trolling voice” in the intelligence com-
munity has sought intelligence estimates
unaflected by the policies of the Ad-
ministration in power, the Pentagon, the
so-called military-industrial complex, or
any other group. _

Changes in the works. Whatever
the merits of the arguments now boil-
ing, drastic changes are being made by
Mz, Schlesinger.

They include:

1. To reduce costs, overlapping intel-
ligence agencies are to submit “bids” ‘on
operations that are assizned by President
Nixon and the National Security Coun-
cil. The Intelligence Resources Advisory
Committee, set up under the 1971 re-
organization plan, is to consider the
competing “bids” and accept the least
expensive if the bidder can conyince
the Committce that his agency can do
the job.

2. M. Schlesinger is making it clear
that he will exercise fully his authority
over all of the intelligence services. In
the past, this has been a difficult prob-
lem for the Director of Central
Intellizence, because the Defense De-
partment gets most of the money and
most of the manpower,

3. As DCI, Mr. Schlesinger will de-
cide which of the U, S, intelligence agen-
cies—military and civilian—will carry ont
operations assigned by the White House.

4. Each agency is to be kept fully
aware of what all the others are doing,

5. Cost experts are combing through
all operations to determine how to use
fewer men and spend less moncy.

"To be continuved.” Some projects
are being phased out as inefficient or
outmoded. One report indicated a sharp
curtaihment  in  clandestine  operations.
But an insider commented:

40

“They may not talk about these as
much as they did, but like it or not,
these activities are part of the way of
life in the world today, and they will
be continued.”

One revision put into effect by Mr.
-Schlesinger has to do with preparation
of CIA reports requested by the Presi-
dent and other high officials.

Condensed intelligence. Previously,
such requests were answered with de-
tailed studies—20, 30, or even 50 pages
long. Now, the reports run no longcr
than three double-spaced pages. A CIA
official explained: !

“Instructions from Schlesinger are to
answer the questions asked-and no
more. No background. No historical dis-
cussion. just keep in mind that the
Presidzat or the Sccretary of the Treas-
ury or whoever else asks the questions
is a busy man. He rarcly has time to
read long reports. What he nceds is
for .use right now—today—in order to
make a decision.”

The telephone number of the analyst
or working group responsible for the re-
port appears on the document, so if
more information is needed, it can be
obtained without delay.

In line with Mr. Nixon’s cfforts to re-
duce federal spending, the intelligence
agencies are under orders to reduce
costs.

Just how much is being spent to piece

. together the information essential to na-

tional security is not a matter of public
knowledge.

A 6.2 billion cosf? Senator William
Proxmire (Dem.), of Wisconsin, esti-
mated recently that the cost of gather-
ing military and civilian intelligence is
6.2 billion dollars a vear. But Albart C.
ITall, Assistant Defense Scerctiry for
Intelligence, said that Mr. Proxmire’s
figure is “just plain wrong.”

Without hinting at the. actual figures,
Mr. Hall said that the Pentagon's intel-
ligence budget has been cut by about a
third in the last three years.

Other sources say that manpower in
the CIA and the other inteligence sorv-
ices, including the National  Security
Agency, now totals less than 125,000—
a reduction of more than 25,000 since
1971.

Thus, a money crunch and diminished
manpower are added problems at a time
of sharp change and open conflict for
the agencies which function as the “eyves
and cars” of the United States around
the world, {END}
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WASHINGTON STAR
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’

Nixon ls Hﬁﬁ' Wﬁﬁem He Lives

: The iiruse of Represent-

atives, playing Brutus to
Richard Nixon's Caesar,
dealt hiln “the unkindest
cut of all” on a day of
murderotus slashes.

They told him to stop
bombing Gambodia. It was
“the first Southeast ‘Asia
~policy sethack any presi-
‘dent has sustained in the
House in 10 years. No
VFW post has supported
Nixon more unquestioning-
ly. in whatcver violence
‘was afoot — bombings,
minings, invasions.

His present domestic
difficultics were not men-
tioned. He was, for the
most part, reverently re-
ferred to as the Comman-

der-in-Chief, whose hands’

should not be ‘‘tied,”” from
under whom the rug
should again not be
-yanked “‘precipitately.”

In the cloakrooms, the
Republicans murmured
that it was ‘‘not the time'’
to let the President down.
‘But blind trust has gone
out of style.

The day had brought the
indictments of two of his
former Cabinet officers,
John Mitchcell and Maurice
Stans, a pair he pointedly
praised on election night.
The Ellsberg trial had
yvielded up another of its
routine scnsations: An

FBI bug on a former White *

Housc sccurity aide. The
President’s former coun-
sel, John W. Dean III, is-
sued another scream
about liars lately at large
around the Oval Room.
The Democrats had sug-

THE ‘WASHINGTON POST

Cl4 Reg@wmdﬁy Set U g}

gested, and no flip-charts
were needed, that the
moment had arrived to let
Richard Nixon know that
the House of Representa-
tives is not his obedient
servant, but actually a
branch of the government.

The debate was a regur-
gitation of 10-ycar-old
arguments. One more
time, the hawks pleaded,
we should bomb for peace.
They shouted that the
Communists — some of
whom are now Richard
Nixon’'s best friends — are
‘“testing us.'”” Dclicate
negotiations will be imper-
iled. The world is watch-
ing.

But they had lost their
prized pawns, the troops
and the prisoners. And the

-doves had picked up a val-

uable ally in Speaker Carl
Albert, newly awakened to
the witlessness of using
B52s - as ambassadors to
prop up a regime the ad-
ministration privately
admits is going to collapse
anyway.

““Join not the multitude
to do evil,” cried George
Mahon of Texas, chairman
of the House Appropria-
tions Committee and, until
that hour, as feared in the

House as Richard Nixon.

**‘Why not give him a lit-
tle more time?' he
begged.

But time is running out
for Richard Nixon. When
the tallies flashed on the
new scoreboard on the
walls, the doves cheered
like basketball fans tast-
ing their first victory.
Thirty-six Republicans

Tue.vduy. May 8, 1973,

' - were among the 219 who

told Richard Nixon that he
couldn’t “‘transfer’’ De-
fense Department funds to
finance the current round
of slaughter from the air.

The President is also
running out of men. His
acute personnel shortage
was being illustrated at
the time tlie vote was tak-
en. Elliot Richardson the
square-jawed Yankee with
the flexible principles, has
been frantically switching
fromm his barrister’s gown
as attorney general-desig-.

nate to his brass hat as

Defense secrctary.
While he was dancing on

.the head of a pin with the

Scnate Judiciary Commit-
‘tee about his new duties as
the supervisor of the spe-
cial Watergate prosecutor,
he was being quoted an the
House floor as the Penta-
gon chief who needed a
show of strength. If he is
as tough on the Watergate
as he has been on the war,
Nixon officials will be
blown up as rclentiessly as
Asian pcasants.

At the White House, the
President was shuffling

the cards again, and put-
ting old faces in new

places. John Connally will _

be a White House counsel-
or, and seems cast in the
role of the Angel of Dien
Bicn Phu to tend the
wounded and hearten the
general in the surrounded
fortress. Running for the
White House from inside
the water-logged Execu-
tive Mansion is a dubious
venture, but Connally had
no choice.

The President has rear-
ranged around him the
same kind of hard-nosed,
cold-eyed men who got
him in trouble in the first
place. If he is a chastened
man his choices do not say
it.

J. Fred Buzhardt, the
Pentagon counsel, was
ferried over the river to
become a special adviser
on the Watergate. Buz-
hardt flatly refused to give
a Senate committee the

' rules of engagement in the
air war. )

William E., Colby, now in
state, the prospective CIA

‘director; was the operator
and defender of the infa-
mous Phoenix program in
Vietnam, a system of polit-
ical assassination. James
Schlesinger, who leaves
CIA to become Defense
secretary, will be ques-
tioned about Watcrgate
defendant James Mec-
Cord’s allegations that
Watergate was supposed
to be palmed off as a CIA
operation.

_ Richardson, speaking as
secretary of Defense sev-
eral days ago, had in-
formed the House, with the
contempt of Congress that
is the mark of the true’
Nixonian, that it did not
matter how they voted,
that the Cambodian bomb-
ing would go on.

But it matters to Rich-
ard Nixon. It is a signal
that the long spell has
becen broken. e was hit.
where he lives, in forcipn
policy. In fact, the only
encouragement he gets
these days is from abroad,
from countries who tell us
it would be a mistake to
cancel Richard Nixon’s
grand design for running
the world just because he
.couldn’t handle the cor-
ruption that has all but
inundated the Oval Room
and made his presidency
almost as vulnerable as
Lon Nol’s.

By Juck Anderson

The Watergate ringleaders
| apparently used phony creden-
tials, which the Central Intelli-
‘Igence Agency, authenticated,
during their spying-sabotage.
| operations agamst the Demo-
ilcrats.

Trusted sources have told us:
.} James McCord, while he was:
preparing to bug Democratic
Party headquarters, flashed
CIA papers identifying hime
self as “George Russell”
Those who checked with the
CIA were assured “George
Russell” was a legitimnte em-
.| ployee.

Other sources close to the
Watergatc investigation say
that -G. Gordon Liddy may
lalso have * used the same

Appro

i “George Russell” alias. These
‘sources claim the FBI origi-
nally thought the Watergate
‘break-in was a CIA operation.
The CIA, however, refused
to cooperate with the FBI in-
vestigation. A memo, intended
for FBI eyes only, reported:
“It is recalled we specifically

were requested by the CIA]

not to interview . . . two CIA
employees, and’ mstructions
were issued to WFO.
[Washington TField Office] to
this effect. One of the individ-
uals had already been inter:
viewed, and the second was
not interviewed per the re-
quest of the CIA.”

+  Anather FBI memo, pre-
‘pared for ex-White House
_Chief of staff H.R. Haldeman
‘but never submitted to him,

noted that Hunt and Liddy

\)é‘&dFortﬁg’Fé'é‘Ee PV

:

Watergate IDs

around the United States con-
rtacting former CIA employees
for the purpose of setting up'a
security organization for the
Republican Party dealing with
‘political espionage.””

Both E. Howard Hunt and
McCord are-ex-CIA -agents. |

When the F¥FBI . discovered
Hunt was involved in the
!Watergate conspiracy, agent
'Jolm Rule “telephonically con-
‘tacted” presidential assistant
Alexander P. Butterfield for
an explanation. Our sources
say he was the White House li-
aison man with the CIA. Ah
FBI memo states that Butter-
ficld informed Rule that
“*Tunt was used , .. on ‘highly

{ sensitive, confidential matters’
"about nine months ago.” [

The {first impulse of' Presi-|
.dent Nixon’s campaign chiéfs
was to’ blame the Watergate
“bugging operation on the CIA.
Both Hunt and McCord balked
‘at this suggestion and sent
back angry word that they
wouldn't “sit still” for this.
They have testified under oath
that Watergate was not a CIA
operatmn .

. But there is growing ' evi-|
dence of some kind of CIA in-
volvement.

Footnote: Butterfield told

my assoclate Joseph Spear
-that he doesn’t remember be-
ing called by the FBI,

A uﬁ G%e
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NEW YORK TIMES
17 May 1973

Overseas Crit

icism on Watergate Mild

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, May 16-—Al-
though the Watergate scandals
have raised doubts among some
;ofﬁcials about President Nix~
on’s ability to conduct a vigor-
ous foreign policy, overseas
‘eriticism of the Administration:
has been light, and Americar:
[foreign relations so far do nol:
appear to have suffered signifi-
cant damage.~ .

A detailed survey by corre-
spondents of The New York
Times last week also indicated
that despite heavy overseas
news coverage of Watergate
there has been no rise in anti-
Americanism.

In fact, the contrary seems
‘to be the case. Time after
time, officials and newspapers
have expressed admiration for,
the American system of checks
and balances and for the dog-
gedness of a free press in bring-

ing the affair to light.

In Paris, for example, before
Watergate there was a tend-
ency to dwell on such stereo-
types as the arrogant world
power ' or the conspicuous
tourist. But the Watergate af-
fair has gradually provoked
understanding discussion of the
American system.

In some countries with a
long tradition of corruption in
high places, there were expres-
sions of surprise that Ameri-
cans could get so excited about
Watergate. Wiretapping, bug-
ging and ‘dirty tricks" are
rather taken for granted by of-
ficials and politicians in Italy,
and Italians are amazed less by
the disclosures in the Water-
gate affair than by the violent
reaction to the disclosures by
'the American press and public
“opinion.

{ These other points were
made by the survey: )
gTwo forms of allied concern
have been voiced privately.
European allies, for instance,
have expressed apprehension
that when Mr. Nixon mcets
with the Soviet Communist
party leader, Leonid I. Brezh-
nev, -next month, he may be
so eager for agreements to off-
set the bad publicity of Water-
gate that he may “give away”
too much. Saigon officials, wor.
ried that Mr. Nixon may bej

“White House, he said, but was’
“not aware” that he was a des-
ignaled CIA liaison official.
McCord couldn’t be ‘reached,
iand the CIA would say only
‘that “McCord is a retired em-
ployee and normally would
,not carry current identifici-
tion.” '

" weakened

politically, . have
voiced fear of a cut-off in

:American support if the Demo-

- ¢ratic-led Congress has its way.|

"gThe Soviet Union and
China, which in the past would
have seized on Watergate as
“proof” of the decline of capi-!
talism, have said nearly nothing
about Watergate, in line with
_their improved relations with
Washington. Some fairly bland
‘articles have appeared in the
.East European press. - )

QAt Mr. Nixon's command,
the American foreign policy
machinery has been operating.
at capacity, despite — or as;
skeptics say, because’ of —i
Watergate, In addition to Mr.
Brezhnev, Mr. Nixon will be
meeting soon with President
Pompidou of France and still
plans to visit Europe and Latin
America this year. Although
Congress is rebuffing him on
the bombing of Cambodia, his
adviser on national security,
Henry A. Kissinger, has gone
to Paris for new talks with Le
Duc Tho, Hanoi’s chief negotia-
tor, on ceasefire violations:
The survey indicated no im-
pairment of American Embassy
operations because of Water-

gate. -

gAlthough Mr. Nixon is not
a popular figure abroad, his
foreign policy - achievements,
have been widely ‘admired, and,
this has led to expressions ofi
concern in such places as Is-
rael’ ‘over what the future
might bring if he were forced
to leave office. " - :

In many parts of the world,
the Watergate affair has been
a major source of cafe conver-
sation. Nowhere is this the case
more than in South Vietnam.
There, despite Government ap-
prehension about the impact of
the scandal on American aid,
the press has been having a
field day, noting that the United
States is no less corrupt than
Vietnam.

Vietnamese seem to love ‘in-
trigue, mystery and complex
and surreptitious organizations.
They feel there is something
almost Vietnamese about the
way Watergate has unraveled
itself.

A country-by country break-
down of the survey follows:

Argentina

Largely because of the atten-
tion focused on the recent elec-
tion victory of the Peronists
and the friction among the
Peronists, the military and ur-
ban guerrillas, Watergate has
been virtually ignored in the
press and in official circles.
Even militants with a passion-
ate_interest in politics show no
intrést in it.

There is no sign that Water-
gate will affect relations 'be-
tween Argentina and the Uni-
ted States, and "Secretary of
State William P. Rogers, now
on a Latin-American trip, will
arrive as planned on May 24
for the inauguration of Héctor
J. Campora as President. For
much the same reason—absorp-
tion in domestic matters —
Watergate has not received
much attention jn Chile either.

' . Britain 1
. Watergate is viewed with
extreme seripusness at the
highest levels. Prime Minister
Heath and his aides like Mr.
Nixon and want to see him re-
main in office. They would like
to see him emerge less tainted
than he now appears to them.
Officials fear that as a re-
sult of Watergate, Mr. Nixon's
relations with Congress will
deteriorate and that the Presi-
dent will not get the trade bill
that would allow him the lee-
way Europe wants him to have
‘in the negotiations later this

year.

Moreover, there is some pri-
vate concern that Watergate
has weakenned Mr. Nixon’s bar-
gaining position with the Rus-
sians. .

One British diplomat said:
“It would be a real disaster for
the world if Nixon had to
resign, His strength has been
in foreign affairs, building new
relationships with the Soviet
Union and China. Can you ima-
‘gine where we would stand if
Agnew had to pick up the

pieces?”

. But so far, British and Ameri-
.can officials are agreed that

American foreign policy has not?
been damaged. The press:
covers the spectrum of opinion,;
and British interest seems to
be growing, but it'does not‘al-*
ways seem to grasp the com-
plexities. o

‘The general ~ feeling most
often heard is one of embar-
rassment and sadness that the
United States again seems to,
be tearing itself apart. There
does not seem to be a.great
sensc of alarm over what has.
happened or any surprise that
American - politics ~ sometimes:
gets dirty. o !
Cambodia .

There has been little reaction
to Watergate in Cambodia even
though the Cambodian bomb-
‘ing has become a major test
of strength between Mr. Nixon
and Congréss. Some officials’
have expressed concern that
Mr. Nixon “might be forced to
soften his hand in Indochina,”
to reduce support of Cambodia,
but this is not a new fear. .’

Some observers in Cambodia
believe that the Congressional
reaction — whether due to
Watergate or not — may put
very- strong pressure on Presi-
dent.Lon Nol to make a deal
with the Communists.

Canada .

There has been no official
reaction to Watergate, = but
press coverage is nearly as ex-
tensive as in the United States,
and dominates the news. It is
ioverwhelmingly an expression
jof shock and dismay, a favor-
‘ite reaction of Canadians to
shortcomings of their big, pow-
erful neighbor.

Since Mr. Nixon has never
been popular with Canadians,
they tend to find him rather!
than the Presidency, or the|
American system -vulnerable..
Canadians believe that a Water-
gate couldn't happen to them.
“It's not because we're superior,

L2

to American politicians,” one
politician said, “it's just that
we can't see any circumstances
in which it would be worth-
while to bug the headouarter,
of ‘our opposition party.” b
. China i
, Although the. Chinese pressf
has not carried a word about
Watergate, there have . been
'summaries of foreign press re-
ports in the special limited-
circulation bulletin supplied to
officials throughout China.
Recent visitors from Peking
;said that Chinese officials were
interested but not markedly
shocked by the Watergate reva-
lations. They were said to take|
thae view that it was an expect-,
able development, given - the
basic weakness of the capitalist
system. The failure to publish.
any articles reflects the general
low-kev anproach tn the United
States, in line with the improved
relations and - opening of the
liaison offices in Peking and
Washington. ., . . .
Chinese Communists in Hong
Kong have resisted the tempta-
tion to tease or ridicule Ameri-
cans. They seem to take the
position that.it is an internal
-affair of the United States. -

France

Although  France objects
strongly to .many _of Mr.
Nixon's foreign-policy propos-
als, particularly those dealing
with the “new Atlantic charter,”
French officials seem to regret,
the Watergate affair and wish
it would go away and leave
Mr. )Nixon to be argued with
and criticized in terms of for-
.eign policy. . R
© So far, Watergate has had
no impact on French-American
day-to-day relations, with plans
proceeding for Mr. Pompidou’s
meeting with Mr. Nixon. This
docs not mean that the eubject
will be Ignored in their discus-
sions, but rather that it will
thave a subtle influence on the
‘climate; o

Some officials believe Water-
gate will weaken Mr. Nixon in
his dealings with both West
European and with the Rus-
sians. But a view becoming
more dominant »is that Mr.
Nixon’s internal problems are
going to strengthen him in for-
eign affairs because he will be
able to use them to his ad-
vantage. One point is that he
can argue to foreign- leaders
that Congress is going to be

‘much tougher on bargains than
he is, and that if the French
ptess him too hard for conces-
sions, they must understand
that he is in'too much trouble
with Conﬁress to puil the con-
cessions through the legislature.

The French seem reluctant to
try to take advantage of Water-
gate because relations with the
United States remain of primary
importance.

. Press reaction is heavy,. but
divided. Some publications refer
to Watergate as a passing
iepisode, while . opposition pa-
pers, seeing similarities with
ithe French Government, draw,
morality lessons from the secre-
cy and corruption, .

West Germany
. Chancellor Willy Brandt was
in Washington when Mr. Nixon!
made his speech accepting re-’
sponsibility for Watergate, and
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Mr. Brandt has told intimates
that he was “shaken up by it.”
The Germans believe—but!
Americans deny-—that Mr.
‘Brandt won concessions in the
final communiqué because ‘of
Watergate and this had led to
concern that Mr. Nixon might
have to make even more seri-
ous concessions to the Russians,
Press reaction is heavy, and
tends to the-extreme. The Ger-
man papers are saying, in es-
sence: “Nixon must have
known, and if he did, what will
happen now, and he must
somehow make a clean breast
of it.” i .
The American Embassy in
Bonn said Watergate had- not
hampered its work, but one
official said, “We have a
feeling that there's mnobody
holding the reins back there.”
Ordinary Germans do not
seem to understand, care
about, or otherwise take much
interest in Watergate, partly
because of its complexity and
partly “because it looks too
much like European scandals. :
o o+ India .
President 'Nixon has never.
been popular in India and
Watergate has not improved his’
image. But so far there. has
been no official comment, and
relations do’ not seem to have
been affected. - coomd
.. However, the Indian press
has seized upon "the :scandal
to compare .the way political’
;corruption is exposed in Amer-
ica and kept hidden in India. .
" Recently’ 'Prime.. Minister
Indira Gandhi has , criticized
;Indian newspapers_ for their
anti-Government comments and
she has even questioned the;
propriety of allowing such’
criticism. ) :
- As a result many Indians,
have’ .emphasized 'that their
country should draw lessons
from' Watergate. “The Govern-
ment of the most powerful na-
tion of the world '‘was ‘ not’
owerful enough to emasculate
its press,” one Indian commen-;
itator wrote. “It-is this indé¥
|pendent press. that, is’ the 'big—,‘
(gest - guarantee _ against ' both:
iexecutive excesses and political’
simmorality, - the two - main;
Ithreats to democracy,” .7
iy ee T Israel oo
} e’. Watergate ' ‘affaii - has
created a_ widespread shock in
Israel. It has generated genuine
concern among  officials, who,
ave' always believed that
Asrael’s best friend in the United
‘States has been the. President,
‘a'feeling dating to' 1948 'when
Harry S. Truman recognized
Israel’s independence despite!
State Deuartment recommenda-
tions against it. ' ' Y

“Because’ of this,’ and,be.causle’
©of the close working relatiop-
‘ship that has been .established
between_Prime Minister_Golda
‘Meir__and’ Mr. Nixon, . officials
here ‘'see Watergate as. fraught
‘with potential consequences for'
Israel. = . ST,
I “Anything = that’ threatens
Nixon's prestige and influence
threatens us,” an Israeli official
said. There is also fear that Mr.
Nixon might make a deal with
Breghnev . at Israel’s expense.

“There is considerable .praise
for the American.press and;for,

‘the judicial system. .
. From ordinary Israelis, one

‘hears a mixture of praise and|
'amazement at the resilency of]
the American system, at the-
system’s ability to absorb such
a shock, purging itself and con-
tinuing. If anything the Water-
gate affair seems to have deep-
ened respect, for the - United
States and its political system.

Italy - = 3
' Watergate has created con‘
‘siderably less stir in Italy than
jin other European countries. In
‘fact, - Italian officials are pri-
vately criticizing the American
press for “creating” a scandal,
implicating the Presidency and|
|causing a Constitutional crisis
with potentially far-reaching
international consequences.
Behind this attitude is a cyni-
cal assumption that govern-
ments will misuse their power,
and that a certain level of skul-
duggery -is .part of the game.
In a current scandal in Italy,
many facts are still hidden, and.
liberal papers are .comparing
the house-cleaning in Washing-,
ton with the reticerice in Italy.,
" Japan " ,
" The Japanese press has'given
heavy coverage to Watergate.]
but so far the impact on the
‘country has been limited. Al-
though American prestige  has
diminished in Japanese - eyes,
the American press and Ameri-
can Cengressmen have won
considerable respect and admi-
ration. . , .o
Undoubtedly, if the scandal
continues, observers in Japan
assert, some, doubts may ar#e
in Japanese Government and
financial circles about.the {re-
liability” of the United - States.
But so far there has been no
direct - effect on relations, and
both the White House and the
Foreign Ministry today . gn-
nounced that Prime Minister|
Kakeni Tanaka would begin
talks in Washington July 31. .

South Korea

. As a country that depends on
American support, South Korea
fears that the Watergate tur«
moil may spill over into actions
affecting its security, such as a
withdrawal of American forces.

A responsible Korean official
said: “This is strictly an inter-
nal affair of the United States:

4 N

|We are sympathetic with the

Nixon Administration over such
a misfortune and are hopeful
that the casé will -be settled
soon. The affair does not affect
the traditional - strong friend-
ship between Korea and the
United States at all. PR
., The South Korean newspapers|
played up the Watergate story,
for a week. Then; at the re-
quest of the Seoul Government,
they began giving it less atten-
tion.. .
Because of restrictions - on
freedom in South Korea, man
people have increased their ad-
miration .for American democ-
racy. Lo
-Laos
Prime’ Minister ' Souvanna
Phouma recently told friends
that Watergaté came at “an
extremely dangerous time” for
all of Indochina. As he sees it,
Watergate is likely to undercut
American readiness to react to
Communist pressure.
Specifically, he believes that
military support for neighbrr-
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fng Cambodia, including air
support, may be in imminent
danger. - He believes that with-
out the current level of Ameri-
can support, Cambodia is likely
to fall quickly, and that this
will have disastrous effects on
both Laos and South Vietnam.

" .- Soviet Union. . (
| ~“Because of its developing)
‘closer. “relationship “with the

ership’ decided :to - suppress
news of the Watergate affair

pear today in a.weekly publi-
cation. o o

The Russians are said to feel
that publicity may lead -to
questions in the public mind of
how Moscow could want to be-
come so friendly with a corrupt
Government.

Theer have been questions at
public lectures, however, stem-
ming from foreign broadcasts
about the affair. In one case, a
lecturer merely 'said that Mr.
Nixon had to replace some offi-
cials tainted by an -election

"~ Privately, Soviet officials are
‘concerned - about -the impact,
particularly Mr. Nixon’s ability
to get Congressional -approval
(of trade concessions promised
Jlast year. Mr. Brezhnev, how-
|ever, has decided to come to

NEW YORK TIMES
7 May 1973

'WATERGATE POSES
LPUZZLE IN CANADA

v By JAY WALZ
Special to The New York Times

OTTAWA, May 6—Canadi-
ans, who often say half-seri-
ously that they know American
history better than their own,
simply do not understand the
Watergate affair. '

A visitor, if he is known to:
‘be an American, cannot walk a
half-block in the national capi- -
tal without being stopped two
or three times to be asked
about it. Not so much about
~what he knows, for the news-
casts are full of Watergate, but
~about what he thinks about it..

“How could it happen and
the President not resign?”’ is,
the question that is asked!
dozens of times. )

It has to be explained, but
never too convinoingly, that
the Canadian and British sys-
tems of government differ from
that of the United States.
While a scandal might bring
/down a Prime Minister, guilty
or innocent, it has never
brought the downfall of a
President, who is elected for a
fixed four-year term.

.. Yet it is difficult for Cana-
dians to understand that there
is no tradition of Presidential
resignation,

. In this aspect, the conserva-
‘tllve Ottawa Journal discovered

an unpleasant mix of naiveté,
sanctomonious hypocrisy and:
nasty vindictiveness” in the at-
titude of Canadians. The editor’
reminded readers that “it is a
part of fallen human nature to
have a morbid weakness for
scandal.” ’

Certainl, th
. CIA-RDP77-00453128%5% 0018600 fogpend them.”

‘United :States, -the Soviet lead-.

— although an article did ap-.

scandal. End of explanation. ' '

- Pearson. Then, the exacerbated
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Washington anyway. o
*".Obviously, the trip to the
United States is part of Mr.
Brezhnev's diplomatic offen.
sive. Postponement might have
encouraged those in leadership|
who oppose rapid moves tol
ward improved relations.

~ South.Vietnam -}
 There has been widespread
‘popular interest in Watergate
in, Saigon, reflected in large
newspaper headlines day after
day, talk in coffee shops where
-politicians gather, and in Gpv-
‘ernment offices. B
“Some South Vietnamese have
'seized upon Watergate to vent|
anti-American feelings, . noting
that Americans have long criti-
cized them for corruption. But:
some * Vietnamese, particularly
those educated in the United
States, see Watergate as evi-
dence of the basic strengths
of the American political sys-
‘tem. One' young official said,
for . instance, “America’ can
rightly claim to be the cham-
pion; of - freedom "and de-
mocracy.” .
The greatest impact may fall
on future aid to-Saigon. Some
South ~Vietnamese. fear ' that
the ' Communists may seize
Watergate as an opportunity
for-a new offensive. .

here and in Toronto, Montreal
and points west have been re-
porting and dispalying every
Watergate development with
enthusiasm. The story has top-
ped all local happenings, from
the new higher Ontario sales
tax to the Montreal-Chicago
hockey playoffs. .

! The talk in bars is rich with
recollections of Canada’s own
political scandals, but the Ca-
nadian Prime Ministers always
“came clean” in the House of
.Commons and none ever lost
his ‘job, at least directly.

. Eight years ago the opposi-
tion Tories made thc most of
a series of Quebec jail breaks,
.involving a notorious narcotics
smuggler, to embarrass the Lib-
eral Prime Minister, Lester B.

.Liberals uncovered the five-
year-old Gerta’ Munsinger af-
fair in which members of the
. cabinet of the former Conserv-
ative Prime Minister, John Die-
fenbaker, had been revealed
consorting with an alleged one-
ime German prostitute.
_Neither Prime Minister ré-
signed, and today these inci-
dents do not loom large when
mentioned alongside Watergate,
which, as seen from here, is
“one of those larger-than-life
American spectacles that couid-
n't be duplicated in Canada.”
However, if Watergate could
not happen in Canada, “it's not
because we're superior to
American politicians,” a Con-
servative party veteran cau-
-tioned a group of countrymen,
“It's just that we can't see any
circumstances in which it
would be worthwhile to bug
the - headquarters of another
party.” ’
. But Dalton Camp, former na-
tional president of the Progres-
sive Conservative party, says,
“It's the sort of thing that ¢an
happen to any political party
embarrassed by a surplus of
campaign funds and looking. for
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How the World Looks at

t was a cloudy, complicated story, and
i il Americans had trouble understand-
ing Watergale at first, the rest of the
world hardly even tried. But with the
orey of lurid disclosures, the houseclean-
ing at the White House and the prospect
of even more bizarre twisls to come,
Washington's allies and adversariés sud-
denly awakened to the potential” global

implivations of the scandal. Sensational:

headlines splashed across front pages of
papers from Hong Kong to Hamburg and
from L.ondon to Lagos. In one weck, the
tiree leading Buropean newsmagazines
all put Watergate on their covers. And
their headlines  sounded  a
theme: The Economist—A QUESTION oF
AUTHORITY; L'IEXpress—7T1e SCANDAL THAT
snakes AnEnica; and Der Spicgel—tie
NINON SCANDAL,

The reaction came in a Babel of dis-
cordimt voices, But as might be expect-
oboanueh of the speculation centered on
e qaestion of just how much Richard
Naon was personally involved in the
Wateraate affaiv and its cover-up, In
muny cases, the judgment, was harsh,
Right-wing British columnist Peregrine
Worsthorne called the President’s speech
{seen live on BBC) “shameful and re-
volling” and said that he feared for
America’s future under Mr, Nixon's lead-
ership. The Jong Kong Standard editor-
inlized: “If some are prepared to accept
the  Iresident’s solemn pledge,  they
must sl nurse serious doubts abont
his intelligence in the choice of his
aides,” And even some foreigners “who
rose to Mr. Nixon's defense hardly did

the President any service, Echoing a.

disturbingly widespread theme around
the globe, one Thai Foreign Ministry offi-
cial remarked: “Nixon only did what was
right. He’s the government, and it's the
government's duty to sce what the oppo-
sition does. The liberals in America call
it bugging, but Nixon was only being
vigilant,” -

Other observers were more charijtable.
The sober Times of London reminded its
readers of Mr, Nixon's achievements in
foreigir alfairs and added: “The rest of
the world must be expected to see these
great alfairs as niore important than
Watergate,” And for the record, most
governiments would only say that as far
us they were concerned,” Watergate was
_an American domestic matter.

" . Cheers; A number of foreign observ-
ers thought the aflair demonstrated the
strength of American democracy, They
applauded ‘a system in which independ-
ent courts and press and legislature had
the power to expose a scandal touching

sobering

the highest office in the land, “Water-
gate,” said the Jérnal do Brasil, “proves
democracy has the resources to expur-
gate’itself in public and with sound le-
gal defense for the accused.” The Rand
Daily Mail of Johannesburg praised The
Washington Post’s investigative report-
ing as a sign of the value of a free
press: “{ The Post,] through its persistence
and conrage, has now exposed a major
political scandal—perhaps the most seri-
ous in American history—which otherwise
would have passed unnoticed.”

Oddly enough, the gentlest reaction
came from capitals that would have had
a propaganda field day with the scandal
only a short time ago. While playing up
Communist Party chief Leonid Brezh-
nev’s trip to Washington next month—
and taking an extraordinarily friendly
line toward America (page 52)—the So-
viet press all but ignored Watergate,
Pravda passed up any mention of the
resignations of FH.R. Haldeman and
John Ehtlichman and only briefly noted
that L. Patrick Gray 111 had quit as_the

.acting dircctor of the FBI. Moscow sim-
ply had too many more important fish to
fry with the U.S.—in the form of future
grain deals and expanded trade~to risk
propaganda fun with Watergate.

Reputations: Peking, too, found its

options limited, and the Chinese werc,

keeping up a rigid news blackout on the
scandal. While they have fewer specific
projects going with the Americans than
the Russians do, Premier Chou IEn-lai
and others have bet their political
reputations on increasingly friendly tics
with the U.S. As one China watcher in
Hong Kong put it: “I[ Nixon's name is

smeared in the eyes of the Chinese pub--

lic, Chou En-lai's critics may begin ask-
ing some very tough questions,”

For Moscow and Peking—-and for
much of the rest of the world—the key
question was how much iimpact would
the Watergate scandal have on the con-
duct of American foreign policy. Some
optimists overseas took comfort from the
fact that the Adninistration’s forcign-af-
fairs apparatus had so far been untaint-
ed by Watergate, But as some govern-
ments saw i, Richard Nixon had been
so fundamentally shaken by the Water-.
gate aftair that it was unlikely he would
be able to act with the same calenlated
unpredictability that had  becomne  his
trademark.

Vietnani: "The major test of Mr, Nixon's
resolve might come in Indochina. Though
Russia and China do not want a direct
confrontation with the U.S., ncither of
them has exerted much pressure_on 1a-
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“noi 1o go along with the Victham peage
agreement. And some South Vietnamese
—as well as many State Department o!’;
ficials in Washington—fear that the North,
Victnamese might now decide to test
“Mr. Nixon’s willingness to retaliate in In-
-dochina by launching an all-out offen-
sive. That may have been in the cards,
Watergate or no, but the men in Hanoi
could now reason that they have more
room to experiment with a weakened
President. ’

Amcricz’s allics in the Western alliance
had similar worrics about the erosion of
Presidential power. Western Europeans
tontended that a President at the mercy
of 'an irate Congress and a disenchanted
‘public would have a hard time negotiat-
ing such dclicate matters as trade policies
and monctary reform—and might give in
to political pressurcs to reduce American
troop strength on the Continent. At the
same time, West German analysts were
doubtful that the U.S. proposal for a
“New Atlantic Charter” (NEWSWEEK,
May 7) would get off the ground smooth-
ly. “The credibility of the President has
so suffered that his influence in Congress
is sensibly weaker,” noted Theo Sommer,
edilor of Die Zeit. “The question [asked]
by serious observers is whether the Nix-
on Administration, shattercd by the Wa-
tergate scandal, is at all able to deliver.
the goods on foreign policy.”

Hubris: That depends largely on
where the explosive scandal goes from
here. If the dust begins to settle, most ex-
perts belicve that the damage to U.S.
forcign policy can be repaired. Some
American diplomats even belicve that
thc Watergate affair will have beneficial
side cffects. “This Administration was so
overcome with its own hubris that it nev-
er Jearned that foreign policy needs to
start with a sympathetic understanding
of the other guy’s problems,” says one
carecr officer in Washington. “Now, it’s
possible that our policy will be marked
by more intelligence, fewer bold initia-
tives and a softer touch.”

If the scandal reaches into the Oval
Office itself, however, the international
repercussions would be incalculable. “If
it comes to the point where the President
has to resign or is impeached,” says one
European diplomat, “the world would
have to stop and take a dcep, deep
breath. SALT, trade, Indochina—you
name it and Richard Nixon has been at
the center of it.” Things had not yet
gone that far, but it was clear that Mr.
Nixon's fricnds and foes alike around the
world had already begun thinking the
unthinkable,
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